STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 
THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MATUSOW CASE 








HEARING 


SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY 
ACT AND OTHER INTERNAL SECURITY LAWS 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES SENATE 
EIGHTY-FOURTH CONGRESS 
FIRST SESSION 


PURSUANT TO 


S. Res. 58 


FEBRUARY 22, 1955 
PART 2 


Printed for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary 


os 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
WASHINGTON : 1955 








STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MATUSOW CASE 











HEARING 


SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY 
ACT AND OTHER INTERNAL SECURITY LAWS 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES SENATE 
EIGHTY-FOURTH CONGRESS 


PURSUANT TO 


S. Res. 58 
FEBRUARY 22, 1955 
PART 2 


Printed for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary 


os 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
WASHINGTON : 1955 





COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 


HARLEY M. KILGORE, West Virginia, Chairman 


JAMES O. EASTLAND, Mississippi ALEXANDER WILEY, Wisconsin 

ESTES KEFAUVER, Tennessee WILLIAM LANGER, North Dakota 

OLIN D. JOHNSTON, South Carolina WILLIAM E. JENNER, Indiana 
THOMAS C. HENNINGS, Jr., Missouri ARTHUR V. WATKINS, Utah 

JOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkansas EVERETT McKINLEY DIRKSEN, Illinois 
PRICE DANIEL, Texas HERMAN WELKER, Idaho 

JOSEPH C. O’MAHONEY, Wyoming JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, Maryland 


SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY 
Act AND OTHER INTERNAL SECURITY LAWS 


JAMES O. EASTLAND, Mississippi, Chairman 


OLIN D. JOHNSTON, South Carolina WILLIAM B. JENNER, Indiana 

JOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkansas ARTHUR V. WATKINS, Utah 
THOMAS C. HENNINGS, JRr., Missouri HERMAN WELKER, Idaho 

PRICE DANIEL, Texas JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, Maryland 


J. G. SOURWINE, Chief Counsel 
RICHARD ARENS and ALVA C, CARPENTER, Associate Counsels 
BENJAMIN N. MANDEL, Director of Research 
ul 





STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 





TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1955 


UNITED STATES SENATE, SUBCOMMITTEE TO 
INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL 
Securiry Acr aNnD OTHER INTERNAL SECURITY 
LAWS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. ¢ 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:40 a. m., in room 
318, Senate Office Building, Senator James O. Eastland (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland, Johnston of South Carolina, Me- 
Clellan, Daniel, Jenner, and Watkins. 

J. G. Sourwine, chief counsel, Alva C. Carpenter, associate counsel, 
Benjamin Mandel, director of research; and Robert C. McManus, 
professional staff member. 

The CHarrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 


TESTIMONY OF HARVEY M. MATUSOW, ACCOMPANIED BY STANLEY 
FAULKNER, HIS ATTORNEY-—Resumed 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, we have some loose ends this morning 
hanging over from yesterday. 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t he ar you, sir; lam sorry. 

Mr. Sourwrne. We have some loose ends this morning left over 
from yesterday’s hearing I would like to tie up before we start any 
new line of questioning. 

You will remember there was some question yesterday about 
whether you had any information concerning the objective of the 
Communist Party to overthrow the Government. You did state you 
had read some Communist books. We will go into that in detail later, 
but I would like to ask you now if you have read the Communist Mani- 
festo ? 

Mr. Matusow. I have. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you recall this paragraph: 

The Communists disdained to conceal their views and aims. They openly 
declared that their ends can be attained only by the forcible overthrow of all 


existing social conditions. Let the ruling classes tremble at a Communist revo- 


lution. The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a 
world to win. 


Mr. Marusow. If that is the Communist Manifesto, I read it, yes. 
Mr. Sourwine. The question was did you recall that paragraph ? 
Mr. Matusow. No, sir; part of it I did. 


Mr. Sourwinz. P erhaps you recall the phrase “they have nothing to 
lose but their chains” ? 
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Mr. Marusow. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you testified yesterday that—I will rephrase 
the question. 

; i you testify yesterdfy that Elizabeth Bentley had told you she 
vad lied ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I said that she had, in substance, yes; I have testified 
to that effect. 

Mr. Sourwine. I want you to tell the committee precisely when and 
where Miss Bentley told you she lied, and what she told you she lied 
about. 

Mr. Marvusow. She didn’t tell me specifically what she lied about. 
It was on October 3, 1952. I remember the date because it was my 
birthday. I had met Miss Bentley that afternoon, I believe it was on 
a Friday, a few days before I went to Salt Lake City, testified before 
this committee. 

Friday, October 3, I met her at the office of her publisher, Devon 
Adair. It was in the afternoon, and we made a date to have dinner 
that night, and I met Miss Bentley—I forget what hotel she was stay- 
ing at—across the street from the publishers, in the midtwenties, the 
East Side of New York. 

We had dinner at the Rochambeau Restaurant on Sixth Avenue and, 
T believe it is, 11th Street in New York City. And during the course 
of dinner, Miss Bentley cried quite a bit. She was out of work. She 
said she was a teacher and wanted a job, but nobody would employ her. 
She said that she had used up all the money she had received from the 
publication of her book, I forget the title of it, her confessions of some 
kind. 

They had been published also, she said, in the Woman’s Home Com- 
panion or Ladies’ Home Journal or some such publication; that she 
was broke and had used up the money. 

She said she didn’t want to talk to the Government any more. She 
wasn’t going to give any information of any kind to the FBI, to the 
Senate committee. She was sick of being used. 

She said that she didn’t have any more information—she, \a sub- 
stance, said, and cried quite a bit. 

I believe one thing she said, “Well, you are a man, you are young, 
you can go out and find a job. Ican’t. I have to continue doing this 
sort of thing. It is the only way I can work. I can’t get a job asa 
teacher. I can’t get any kind of a job. I just have to continue to find 
information to testify about.” 

In substance, that is what she said. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, wait a minute. You are purporting to quote 
her directly, and then you add the phrase “in substance.” 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I can’t quote directly what Miss Bentley said 
3 years ago, but I can, in substance, tell you what she said between her 
tears. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Miss Bentley tell you that she was having to 
find information to testify about ? 

Mr. Marvsow. In substance, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Go ahead. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, this conversation went on for a couple of hours. 
We stayed at this restaurant and bar. A number of my friends came 
in during the course of the conversation, at which time Miss Bentley 
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stopped crying, and we went on to other matters; and when they had 
left the table she went back to crying. 

Others who came in and saw her there with me, if the committee 
would like to check that out, I believe a friend of mine then, a Mr. 
Llewelyn Watts, saw her there, and I could furnish the names of other 
people who saw her at that restaurant with me at that occasion. 

The CHarrMan. Wait a minute. Let the record show now who 
those names were. 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t remember the other names now, sir, but I 
will before the end of the week send the committee a list of names. 

The CuatrMan. Well, if you could tell the names before the end 
of the week, why can’t you tell them now ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember the names of two or three other 
individuals. 

The CHatrMan. Well, if you can remember them the day after 
tomorrow 

Mr. Matusow. I have them in the address book, sir. 

The CHarrman. Wait aminute. If you can remember those names 
the day after tomorrow, why can’t you remember them now? 

Mr. Marvsow. I have them in an address book, sir, and I would 
have to get that address book in New York to check it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who were the friends who stopped by the table that 
you spoke of ? 

Mr. Matusow. The only name I can recall at this time is a Mr. 
Llewelyn Watts, a member of the Young Republican Club of New 
York. I don’t have his address, but I believe he is in the directory 
there. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mentioned Mr. Watts, and you named these 
others for ee} eaieie of bolstering your story that you were there 
with Miss Bentley, but did they hear Miss Bentley tell you that she 
had lied ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall if they were in on that part of any con- 
versation or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, now, tell us about that part of the conversa- 
tion. You haven’t told us that yet, the part of the conversation in 
which Miss Bentley told you she had lied. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, it was very simple. She said that she was 
unemployed, couldn’t get work and had to continue to find informa- 
tion to testify about in order to live. But that until she was paid she 
was not going to testify. She was not going to talk to the FBI; she 
wanted a salary to be a witness. She wasn’t going to do it as she had 
in the past on good faith, that is, in just coming down for $9 a day. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, that is the whole substance of the conversa- 
tion on the basis of which you testified here under oath that Miss 
Bentley had told you she lied ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you tell Miss Bentley you had lied ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what you say is that she would cry; when 
somebody would come around she would quit crying ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When that person would leave she would begin to 
cry again? 

‘Mr. Matusow. For the most part; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Can you identify Mr. Llewelyn Watts a little more? 
Mr. Marvsow. Well, as I said, he is a member of the executive 
committee, I think at this time, of the Young Republican Club of New 
York, and his address and location could be obtained through that 

organization. I don’t have his address. 

Mr. Sourwinr. I mean, identify him with relation to you, Mr. 
Matusow. 

Mr. Marvsow. I, at one time, shared an apartment with him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where? 

Mr. Matusow. 141 West 10th Street, New York City. 

Mr. Sourwine. During what period of time? 

Mr. Marusow. During the 1952 election campaign. I didn’t live 
there often. I just kept stuff there while I was traveling around the 
country. 

Mr. Sourwine. Up until what time ? 

Mr. Marvusow. January 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. You left that apartment in January 1953? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever go back? 

Mr. Matusow. To that apar tment 2 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Matusow. Visit, 

Mr. Sourwine. Who did. you visit there ? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Watts. 

Mr. Sourwine. Anybody else? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Francis. 

Mr. Sourwrng. Is that his first or his last name? 

Mr. Marvsow. That was his last name. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is his first name? 

Mr. Matusow. Jerry. 

Mr. Sourwine. Pardon? 

Mr. Matusow. Jerry. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Does he live there? 

Mr. Marvusow. He owns the apartment. He doesn’t live there, but 
he has a room there where he keeps stuff. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you I: sm visit that apartment ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Sometime last yea 

Mr. Sourwine. And who were you reiebtinesiters then ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe Mr. Watts; he had a party that night. 

Mr. Sourwine. And other than a party that you attended there in 
the evening, when did you last visit that apartment ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. I was there a number of times last 
year. The last date is, oh, some time in the early spring. 

Mr. SourwrneE. Do you have a key to that apartment ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever get into that apartment when there 
was no one else there? 

Mr. Marvusow. Not that I recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you make telephone calls from that apartment 
last year ¢ 

Mr. Matvsow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Whom did you call ? 

Mr. Marvusow. A number of people in Washington. 


STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 9] 


Mr. Sourwine. Name some of them. 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, I believe I called Mr. Jack Anderson. 

Mr. Sourwine. Whoelse? Whois Mr. Jack Anderson ? 

Mr. Matusow. He isa writer, a newspaperman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who does he write for ? 

Mr. Matusow. Parade Magazine, Tempo Magazine; I believe he 
also writes for Drew Pearson. 

Mr. Sourwine. Whoelse did you call? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t remember at this time, sir, but I could take 
a minute and remember, refresh my recollection on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you call Mr. Alsop ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe I did, yes, sir; Mr. Joseph Alsop. 

Mr. Sourwine. More than once? 

Mr. Marvusow. On that day? 

Mr. Sourwtne. No; more than once from that apartment. 

Mr. Marvusow. Not that I recall, sir; no. 

Mr. Sourwine. During 1954? 

Mr. Marvusow. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwine. This was when, August or September ? 

Mr. Marusow. 1954? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I haven't been in that apartment since March 
or so. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are sure about that? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, in August and September I was in Dallas, 
Tex. 

Mr. Sourwrine. All right. 

What month was it that you called Mr. Alsop ? 

Mr. Matusow. March, April, early spring. 

Mr. Sourwine. Not later? 

Mr. Matusow. It might have been, but it could have been April, 
May; I don’t recall the date. 

Mr. Sourwine. You used that apartment constantly, did you, to 
make telephone calls? 

Mr. Marusow. No, one occasion. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Only on one occasion ? 

Mr. Matusow. That one occasion. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, you called a lot of people on that one occasion. 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, sir, I used to live in that apartment; I made 
quite a few telephone calls in that apartment. 

Mr. Sourwine. This was 2 years after you had left that apartment. 

Mr. Marusow. This one occasion, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, I am trying to find out if it was just one 
occasion during 1954, 

Mr. Marusow. One occasion that I recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you called Mr. Alsop ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you called Mr. Jack Anderson ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And who else did you call? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you call a Milwaukee number ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; not that I recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you sure about that? 
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Mr. Matusow. I don’t know anybody in Milwaukee to call. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never made any telephone calls to Milwaukee? 

Mr. Marusow. From that apartment ? 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marusow. When I was living there I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, if you don’t know anybody in Milwaukee to 
call, who did you call from the apartment when you were living 
there ? 

Mr. Marusow. It was a friend of mine visiting Milwaukee at the 
time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, that had something to do with the Schlitz 
beer program. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who was the friend ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, it was a business associate at the time, not a 
friend. 

The Cuatrman. Who? 

Mr. Marusow. He was an executive for an advertising agency in 
New York; I forget hisname at the time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall the name of the vice president of 
Lennen & Newell, advertising agency. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was he the man whom you called in Milwaukee? 

Mr. Marvusow. My recollection is, yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is he the only man whom you called in Milwaukee ? 

Mr. Marusow. From where, sir? At any time in my life? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, at any time in your life. 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I once called Senator McCarthy in Milwaukee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, other than Senator McCarthy and the vice 
president of Lennen & Newell, were they the only men you called in 
Milwaukee ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I once spoke to the vice president of the Schlitz 
Brewing Co. 

Mr. Sourwine. Other than that vice president and Senator Me- 

Carthy and the vice president of Lennen & Newell, did you ever call 
anyone else in Milwaukee? 

Mr. Marusow. Now, I believe, going back to 1952, when I was in 
Milwaukee, I ng to a lot of people on the telephone. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you are the man who does not know anybody 
in Milwaukee ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t, sir, to call. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is the vice president of Lennen & Newell in Mil- 
waukee now ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. No; he is probably still—he is still in New York 
now. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You know that? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, he works in New York; I presume he is there. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Was he in New York when you made a telephone 
call to Milwaukee from the apartment that you have mentioned in 
1954? 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t call Milwaukee in 1954, to my recollection; 
Tam talking about 1952, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 

Mr. Matusow. When I was living there. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Your testimony is you made no telephone call to 
Milwaukee in 1954; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. None that I can recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. 

Did you call a Mr. Sullivan in W ashington from that apartment ? 

Mr. Matusow. A Mr. who? 

Mr. Sourwine. Sullivan. 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. What Mr. Sullivan did you call? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe he is administrative assistant to Senator 
Mansfield. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know his first name’ 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall his first name, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, that is 4 telephone calls, if you made 1 to 
Milwaukee, and 3 if you didn't. 

Did you make any other telephone calls from that apartment on 
that occasion ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; but I don’t recall who I called. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever pay rent— 

Mr. Marvsow. I left a note for Mr. Watts detailing the telephone 
calls and the charges, and told him that when his bill came in I would 
pay him, which | had done in the past when I was living at the apart- 
ment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever pay him for those telephone calls? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where did you leave the note / 

Mr. Marusow. Under the telephone. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Francis was in the apartment at the time, wasn’t 
he ? 

Mr. Matusow. He was. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you say anything to him about the note? 

Mr. Matusow. Told him about the calls and to remind Watts about 
the fact that I had made them. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did do that? 

Mr. Matusow. I recall doing so; yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And you never paid for those telephone calls? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. Mr. Watts never sent me the bill, as I had 
asked him to do, and he had done in the past. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have authority to go into the apartment and 
use the telephone for telephone calls after you had left it? 

Mr. Matusow. I was there—when I was there with one of the occu- 
pants, I considered that I had authority to do so. 

The CuHarrman. Now, wait a minute. You say you left a note under 
the telephone listing the calls that you made? 

Mr. Matusow. The number of calls I had made, not by name, and 
the charges that the operator phoned back to me after e ach call. 

The CuatrrMan. Let me see now, you placed a number of calls that 
the operator telephoned back and gave you the amount of the charges? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. You left a note stating the number of 
‘alls and the amount of charges. 

Now, you state that you did not pay for them because the man oc- 
cupying the apartment never sent you a bill? 
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Mr. Marvsow. Well, sir, I had lived in that apartment for a num- 
ber of months and had a number of long-distance calls of a similar 
nature, and Mr. Watts had always given me the long-distance toll 
charges, and 

The Cuarrman. But you already had those long-distance toll 
charges. 

Mr. Marvsow. Not for these calls, and this has been a policy that 
Mr. Watts and I had worked out on a number of occasions in relation 
to phone calls. I thought nothing of it; and Mr. Watts, in the past, 
had not thought anything of it. 

The Cuatrman. Yet you knew the amount— 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CratrmMan (continuing). That you owed for those calls? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, why didn’t you pay those charges? Why 
did you have to wait until you got a bill for them ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I think I explained that very well, sir. It is some- 
thing I had been doing for a long time with Mr. Watts in relation to 
phone calls and his phone when I was living at the apartment, and 
after I left the apartment. 

Mr. Sourwinr. You had done this before, had you, that is, after 
you left the apartment, you had done this? 

Mr. Marvsow. No. I said when I lived in the apartment, and then 
after [left the apartment. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Yes. 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe on 1 or 2 occasions within a month or 
so after I left that apartment, or maybe 3 or 4 months later, while 
visiting Mr. Watts, the same thing happened; I made call, and the 
question of payment—— 

Mr. Sourwinr. You made a call while you were visiting him, and 
with his knowledge and permission ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, had you ever before walked into the apart- 
ment, uninvited, and used the telephone and left a note about the 
phone ? 

Mr. Marusow. I was not uninvited to that apartment, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who invited you? 

Mr. Marvusow. Mr. Francis. 

Mr. Sourwtne. He invited you on this particular occasion ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Was it a written or an oral invitation ? 

Mr. Marvsow. An oral invitation. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Where was it delivered ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Usually you don’t have written invitations to Green- 
wich Village garrets. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is a gratuitous addition to the testimony. 
Where was the oral invitation delivered ? 

Mr. Marvusow. In the store beneath the apartment building. 

(Senator Watkins entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Sourwinr. What occurred, were you in the store, and did he 
then come in? 

Mr. Marvusow. Mr. Francis is the proprietor of the store. 


Mr. Sourwine. He is the proprietor of the store. You went into 
the store, did you? 
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Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask if you could use the telephone in the 
apartment ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; not at that time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he invite you to come up to the apartment 

Mr. Marusow. We walked up to the apartment and were chatting 
about something. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you are talking now about the occasion on 
which you used the telephone? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I just wanted to get it clear. 

He knew then that you were going to use the telephone? 

Mr. Matusow. He did. 

Mr. Sourwine. And it was his apartment? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. But it was not his telephone? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. All right, sir. 

Now, will you tell us what you called Mr. Jack Anderson about? 

Mr. Marvsow. About my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. What about your book? You have testified this 
was in March of 1954. 

Mr. Marvusow. It might have been April, it might have been May. 
My recollection is in the early spring or in the spring of 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. You testified it could not have been July or August 
or September; is that right? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I was not in New York; that is correct. 

Mr. SourwIne Now, what did you call him about, about your book, 
in the spring of 1954? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall just what the conversation was, except 
it dealt with, in general terms, the material I had, which I would put 
at the disposal of any Members of Congress who were up for reelec- 
tion, who were going to be attacked by Senator McCarthy, and I in- 
tended, if I could possibly help anybody who was attacked by McCar- 
thyism in the 1954 campaign, I would do so; and that was the sub 
stance of all my calls. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Why did you call Mr. Anderson about that? 

Mr. Matusow. Because Mr. Anderson is a friend of mine, and be- 
cause Mr. Anderson would, I felt, be in a position to know Members ta 
Congress who might be attacked by Senator McCarthy or by McCa 
thyism, and might be in a position to know people who would like to 
ward off such attacks. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Well, to put it a bit more bluntly, were you trying 
to get Mr. Anderson to act as your front man to sell material or services 
that you had to offer? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, just what were you trying to get him to do? 

Mr. Matusow. I think I made the point quite clear, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. It is not clear to me, sir. Tell us. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I will have to see my answer again and see 
what I said, if it is not clear, and clear it up for you, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow, what did you ask him to do? 

Mr. Marvsow. I told him I would put at the disposal of any Mem- 
ber of the United States Congress, or any candidate for the House of 
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Representatives or United States Senate, material which would expose 
the lies of McCarthyism in the 1954 campaign. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you tell him you would do that fully and freely 
and without compensation ? 

Mr. Matusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ask him to tell you the names of some people 
who would like to have that material ? 

Mr. Matusow. I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him to tell anybody that you had that 
material and would be willing to give it to them ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, then, that is what you wanted him to do, was 
it not, to be a go-between between you and people who wanted this 
material ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I think it is quite apparent, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I think it is. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Wait a minute. What material are you talking 
about? You said you had material that would aid candidates in the 
election to ward off attacks by McCarthyism. 

Now, what, in particular, was the material you had ? 

Mr. Marvsow. There are a lot of things, in particular, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right; what were you talking about now? You 
said you had this material. What was that material ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, partly, it would be material dealing with the 
type of tactic that I used with Senator McCarthy’s knowledge in the 
1952 campaign against Senator Mansfield and Senator Jackson. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what you said then was—— 

Mr. Marvusow. And continuing, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute just now. What you said then was 
that Mansfield was a stooge of the Communist Party; is that it? 

Mr. Marusow. I did. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Matusow. Not in those words, but in substance. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

What did you say about Jackson ? 

Mr. Marvusow. In substance, basically the same thing. 

The CuarrMan. Basically the same thing. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, then, the particular material that you speak 
of, that you called Mr. Anderson about, was that certain men who 
might run for the Senate, and for the House that year, were not 
stooges of the Communist Party; is that it? 

Mr. Matusow. More than that, sir. 

The Cuairman. More than that. What is it? 

Mr. Matusow. I had been assistant to the editor of a blacklisting 
publication called Counterattack, which, through devious means, ob- 
tains information which is based on hearsay and surmise and not on 
fact. They claim it to be fact, but I worked there, and I believe it is 
surmise and hearsay and, for instance, in 1952 they compiled a list of 
people “Stars for Stevenson,” for Adlai Stevenson, and these Holly- 
wood stars are now listed in the files of Counterattack as left-wingers 
and controversial, unsuitable people. 

The CHatrMan. Now, wait a minute. 
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Mr. Matusow. Continuing, sir-—— 

The CuarrMan. Just wait a minute. The Hollywood stars were 
not candidates for Congress. 

Mr. Matusow. I am getting to that, 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Matusow. But the way in which this publication, which claimed 
to be nonpolitical, was, in fact political, how they went about attack- 
ing, as I recall, Senator Estes Kefauver, prior to ‘the 1952 Democratic 
convention, how Counterattack went about attac king Adlai Steven- 
son, the presidential candidate for the Democratic Party in 1952; the 
way Senator McCarthy intended to use me and, I believe, it is still in 
the text of his speech in Chicago a few days prior to the 1952 elec- 
tion—I was in Seattle, Wash., at the time, and was fogbound in Se- 
attle, and couldn't get to Chicago, but how that came about; the ways 
in which, I believe, a real conspiracy against the American Constitu- 
tion exists in McCarthyism, and it would take quite a while to go into 
that, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Well, Mr. Matusow, you have not listed any ma- 
terial that you said you had that would aid candidates to ward off the 
attack of McCarthyism in 1954. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, sir; I have material from the files of Counter- 
attack which I will make available to anybody. 

The CuHarrMan. Wait a minute. Please specify that material that 
you called about. 

Mr. Marusow. Material from the files of the publication called 
Counterattack. 

The Cuarrman. What is that material? 

Mr. Marusow. Material that Don Surine, a member of Senator 
McCarthy’s staff, gave me—a letter from Don Surine, I believe, was 
mentioned in my book; the way Senator McCarthy used the 1944 
House committee hearings on communism in the armed services, with 
his own penciled underlined notes outlining certain things taken out 
of context, just showing a way in which he intended to attack the 
Army as far back as 1! 52; material furnished me by Don Surine, Sen- 
ator McCarthy’s investigator at that time, to be used in speec hmak- 
ing in the 1952 campaign. 

The Cuarrman. What was that material ? 

Mr. Matusow. Material which attacked former United States High 
Commissioner in Germany John McCloy, and former Gen. Bill Dono- 
van; material which attacked—— 

The CuarrMan. What was it, a speech that he had? You say ma- 
terial; was it speeches, material, documents ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, one letter I can think of from Surine deals 
with his investigation or a repore of a study he made on Senator Ben- 
ton at the time—that was in 1952 

The Cuarrman. A study he made on Senator Benton? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, he was checking into an aspect of Senator 
Benton’s past in an attempt to use it to smear Senator Benton in 1952. 

I have that in Mr. Surine’s handwriting; and he also used the 
senatorial frank in sending material to me. 

The Cuamman. Now we are talking about material that you had for 
candidates for the Senate in 1954. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, sir, I think—— 
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The Cuatrman. Just wait a minute, please, sir. It is obvious that a 
letter that had something to do with Senator Benton, the candidate—— 

Mr. Marvusow. Senator Benton, sir, of Connecticut. 

The CuHarrMan (continuing). In 1952, and who was not a candi- 
date in 1954, has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. Matvsow. Well, sir— 

The Cuarrman. What is this 1954 material ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, material used in 1952 which related to many 
candidates at that time, and showed a way in which it has gotten, 
a way in which it was used, I believed at the time I spoke to Mr. 

Anderson, had a relation to the 1954 campaign where the same tactics 
were used against different candidates, but for the same reason. 

The CHatrrman. Now, let me see if Iam correct. You had some doc- 
uments; I believe those documents consisted of one letter ? 

Mr. Marusow. Consisted of more than that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, what were they? How many letters did you 
have? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I have got—I have got these hearings which 
were given to me in the 1952 campaign. 

The CuatrMan. You got the hearings? 

Mr. Marusow. Three volumes of those. 

The Carman. Committee hearings? 

Mr. Matusow. They were executive-session hearings, too; they were 
not public. 

The Cuatrman. They had not been released to the public? 

Mr. Matusow. Not to my knowledge. I think one of three volumes 
had been 

The CHarrman. All right. What were those hearings; let us see 
if you are telling the truth. 

Mr. Marvsow. They were before the House Armed Services Com- 
mittee. I believe at the time Congressman Ewing was chairman, 1944 
and 1945, dealt with the question ‘of Communists being commissioned 
inthe Armed Forces. 

Witnesses before the committee were General, Major General 
Bisse] ]—— 

The CuatrMan. Now, you are talking about— 

Mr. Marvsow. I am specifying the hearings. 

The Cuarrman. You are talking about executive committee hear- 
ings of the House Armed Services Committee in 1944 and 1945? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cratrman. Isthat what you are saying ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That were given to me by Don Surine for the 1952 
campaign, and Senator McCarthy quoted them and used them during 
the hearings in 1954. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Marvsow. Those same hearings. 

‘The Cuatrman. Then they were public documents. 

Mr. Marvsow. Some were, some weren't. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Now, what did they have to do with the 1954 campaign ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, I think they had whatever the Army- 
McCarthy hearings had to do with it. 

The Cuamrman. But it was something that was public. Now, what 
else did you have besides that hearing ? 
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Mr. Marusow. It wasn’t all public, sir. 

The Crarrman. All right; which one now, specify which one was 
not public ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. There were three volumes. I believe one is execu 
tive session; I will have to find out which of the three. 

The CHairman. Specify the hearings. Who were the witnesses / 

Mr. Marusow. I believe Ge ‘6% al Bissell and, at that time he was 
Under Secretary of W ar, John J. MeC loy; and Major General Dono 
van. 

Phe CuHatrman. What was the date of those hearings / 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall. I believe they were °44 or “45 
1944 or “45. 

The CHarrman. Allright. 

Now, what else did you have / 

Mr. Marvusow. Surine gave me a wiretap of a meeting that took 
place at the Hotel New Yorker, which he suggested I use in the cam 
paign. It was a meeting of Communist union leaders, I believe. 

The CHarrMan. You say what now / 

Mr. Marusow. It was a meeting of Communist or pro-Communist 
leaders. 

The CHarrmMan. It was a meeting of Communist union leaders ? 

Mr. Marusow. But in his giving me this he intended me to use this 
against Senator Jackson because one of the union leaders was a leader 
of a union that was in the State of Washington. 

The CuairMan. Senator Jackson was not a candidate in 1954. We 
are talking about 1954. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir, my material was not used. I am not that 
wise in the ways of polities. I thought that what happened in 1952 
had a very definite bearing on the 1954 election. 

The CHarrman. I am not arguing—— 

Mr. Marvusow. That is why [called Mr. a son. 

The CuairMan. I am not arguing with you, sir, what you thought. 
I am trying to get you to specify the docume nts } you had. 

Mr. Marvsow. I also had a report that Surine gave me dealing with 
the movement of, oh—TI am trying to think of who it was—I will have 
to refresh my recollection—a confidential report of some kind. 

The CuHatrMan. How could a wiretap of a Communist—of a meet- 
ing of Communist union leaders in New York, in which Senator 
Jackson’s name was mentioned 

Mr. Matusow. I didn’t say his name was mentioned, sir. 

The Cuairman. Allright. What did you say? 

Mr. Matusow. I said that it was given to me by Don Surine in 1952 
prior to my going into the States of Washington and Montana, and 
he said, “Get a tape recorder and play this and use this against Jack- 
son and against Mansfield.” 

The Cuatrman. How could it be used against them if their names 
were not mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Because at one time, years ago, it seemed that that 
union referred to or the union leader in this recording, had supported 
Congressman, at that time, Congressman Jackson when he ran for 
Congress. 

The CHarrMan. All right. 

Now, what basis could that be used against other candidates for 
Congress in 1954? 
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Mr. Marvusow. Well, I believe that there were candidates in the 
State of Washington, in the State of California, who were affected 
by probably past contributions dating back to 1944 or 1946 by that 
same union leader. 

The CHarrmMan. Who were those candidates? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t know. I asked Mr. Anderson if he knew 
of the candidates. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, how do you know they were candidates—that 
they had contributed to-—— 

Mr. Marvsow. I presumed that there were some Members of Con- 
gress who, in 1944 or 1946, as a Democrat, had received support from a 
CIO union. At that time the union involved was a CIO union; just 
that simple, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You presumed it. You had no proof about it. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I was trying to find out; that is why I called 
Mr. Anderson. 

The CHatrman. Now, you mentioned that you had a meal with 
Miss Bentley. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you say you made a list of the people who 
came to the table ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I didn’t say that. I say that the other peo- 
ple who were at that table, their names, I could refresh my memory 
as to their names, by checking my address book, people I know in New 
York, and I don’t have that address book with me. 

The CHatrman. Now, you have an address book of people you 
know, and you can look at that book and refresh your memory 
as to who came to the table during the meal; is that your testimony ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, it refreshes my memory as to certain people 
who travel, who were friends of mine, who 

The CHatrMan. You say what? 

Mr. Marusow. Friends of mine who I had met at that bar or that 
restaurant. 

The Cuairman. Friends of yours whom you had met at the restau- 
rant ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Does your address book state where you meet a 
person ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe when I see a name I can usually replace 
it and remember where I met the person, if I met the person. Right 
now I don’t remember the name; by just reading names, a few of 
them will come back to me. 

The CuarrMan. It is just a list of names and addresses ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it does not state where—it does not show 
where—you met that particular person ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right, sir; it doesn’t. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, your testimony is that you can look at that 
book and then you will know whether or not that person was present 
when you had lunch with Miss Bentley ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 
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Mr. Marusow. I can think of the individuals now but not their 
names. I have a recollection of who they are, that is, physical recol- 
lection of the people in my mind right now. 

The CuHarrMan. Were they friends of yours‘ 

Mr. Matusow. Acquaintances. 

The CHarrMan. Just acquaintances. 

Mr. Marusow. I remember the evening and the fact that these 
people were there because—— 

The Cuarrman. It was dinner you were having with Miss Bentley ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right. They were very much intrigued with 
Miss Bentley. 

The Cuatrman. How many people came up to the table ? 

Mr. Matusow. Oh,2 or 3. 

The CuarrmMan. Two or three. How many of those do you know, 
do you remember the names of ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I could get the names of 2 or 3. 

The Cuarrman. Answer my question. How many of those people 
do you now remember the names of ? 

Mr. Matusow. Only Mr. Watts. 

The CuarrmMan. Only Mr. Watts? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, were there 2 or 3 in addition to Mr. Watts? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, as I recall it; yes. 

The CHarrMan. You don’t remember their names? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I don’t. 

The Cuatrman. They are just acquaintances, not friends? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right. 

The CuatrrmMan. Now, I want you to bring that address book and 
make it available to the committee. 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, I will do that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright, proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does this address book contain the names of all 
your acquaintances, Mr. Matusow ? 

Mr. Matusow. Quite a few of them. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is not limited to your friends? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, it has both acquaintances and friends in it. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the Communist union that was 

The CuHatrmMan. Wait, just a minute. I want to ask him this ques- 
tion. What is your policy when you meet a person, you put his name 
in a book? 

Mr. Matusow. Not necessarily, sir; no. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

How did you compile this book? You say you have just people 
whom you just met in there? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I compile it, I guess, no differently than any- 
body else compiles a list of people—well, I have got an example of one 
right here. It doesn’t cover the thing involved. Well, here are people 
I know in Washington. I believe Mr. Sourwine’s name is in here, a 
number of Senators’ names. 

The Cuatrman. Tell me how you compiled it. Do you meet a per- 
son and put his name in a book; is that the way you compile it ? 

Mr. Marvsow. It is just a question of being able to refresh my 
memory in cases such as this. 


59886—55—pt. 2——2 








102 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


The Carman. Answer my question please, sir. When you meet 
a person you put his name in a book, is that it 2 

Mr. Marvusow. When I meet a person sometimes they give me a card 
and sometimes they don’t. I think the normal policy is just to get 
somebody’s name and address if you want to see them again, and in 
that case I take a person’s name and address or give them mine. 

The CHatrman. If you want to meet a person again you take his 
name and address ? 

Mr. Marusow. Normally, yes. 

The CHatrMaAn. Yes, sir. 

Now, if a person registered with you in that way, why is it you 
cannot tell us something about these other people that came up to that 
table? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I have met quite a few people in the last 5 years, 
and at this time, to try to remember all the names of people I have met 
would be a nearly impossible t: ask, 

The CuarrmMan. These people were not known to Miss Bentley ? 

Mr. Matusow. They were not. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

What were they, just in the bar having a drink or two; is that it? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMaAn. Yes. 

Now, how close were they standing to you before they would come 
to the table ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, it varied from 10 feet to 5 feet. 

The CHatrrmMan. Ten feet to five feet? 

Mr. Marusow. Walk in the bar; I don’t know. 

The CHairMan. Miss Bentley could be plainly seen by those people 
before they came to your table ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, if they were looking at her, yes. 

The CHairmMan. Yes; and she was sitting there crying, and here is 
a man standing, oh, 5 or 10 feet; when he would walk up to the table 
she would turn the tears off ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When he stayed there; and when he stepped back 

5 feet, she wouid begin to cry again; is that your testimony ? 

Mr. Marusow. Not on every occasion, but on most; yes, sir. 

The CHairman. All right. 

Now, what occasion was it that she cried while the person was there / 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t reeall, sin 

The Cuarmman. Well, did she ery while another person was there ? 

Mr. Matusow. She might have. 

The CuarrMan. Well. you have testified she did not. 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall her doing so. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I testified that I don’t believe she cried 
when anybody was there. 

The CrarrMan. That is right. You testified she did not ery when 
anybody was there. Yet she was crying when they were standing 5 or 
10 feet away ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Take the witness. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman- 
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Senator JENNER. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman / 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Watts, you do recall, was there at this restau 
rant with Miss Bentley ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, he came in that night. 

Senator Jenner. And Mr. Watts and you are good friends / 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe Mr. Watts is not happy about what I am 
doing right now. I still consider him a friend, but I think his polities 
prevent him from claiming me as a friend, though I claim him as one. 

Senator Jenner. Did he ever accuse you of being a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marvtsow. No. He probably is doing so now, but up until this 
point, I don’t recall of it. 

Senator JenNeER. Did you ever tell him when you were living with 
him that you had been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, yes; 1 told many people I had been a member of 
the Communist Party. 

Senator JenNer. Did you tell Mr. Watts that / 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator JenNeR. And he continued to live with you? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Watts is about the same kind of a man you 
are ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I think he is a very honest man. 

Senator JENNER. A perpetual and habitual har? 

Mr. Marvsow. I said I believe he is an honest man. 

Senator Jenner. Well, you just testified yesterday that you were 
just a habitual and perpetual liar. I want to know what kind of a 
man Mr. Watts is. 

Mr. Matusow. I said I had been. 

Senator Jenner. You quit that? 

Mr. Marusow. I have said I quit that. 

Senator JENNER. At the time you were living with Mr. Watts, were 
you a habitual and perpetual liar? 

Mr. Matusow. That was in that period I was testifying; I had been 
lying; yes, sir. 

Senator JenNer. Was Mr. Watts the same kind of a man you are? 

Mr. Matusow. I said he is today, to my knowledge, the same kind 
of a man I consider myself today, an honest man. 

Senator Jenner. I am speaking about the time you two lived to- 
gether, you roomed together in an apartment. What kind of a man 
was Mr. Watts at that time? 

Mr. Marusow. At the times I knew him he was an honest man. 

Senator Jenner. He had to know you rather well living with you, 
didn’t he? 

Mr. Marusow. He knew me fairly well. 

Senator Jenner. There is no way in the world that you can live 
with a habitual and perpetual liar and not know it, is there? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know, sir. I met many people who I lied to, 
and didn’t know it until just recently. 

Senator Jenner. You couldn’t live with a man and be his room- 
mate and be in his apartment and be a perpetual and habitual liar and 
he not know it. 

Mr. Matusow. I was out of town most of the time. 
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Senator Jenner. How long did you live in that apartment ? 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, I was there from July to late December, early 
January ; I was out of town 

Senator JenNER. You lived with him 6, 7 months? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I was out of town throughout the fall. I was 
in Washington, I w ent to Nassau in December ; ‘I was in W ashington 
in early January. In October I was in the W est ; in September I was 
out West; in August I was out West; in July I was in New York, and 
I believe he was on vacation. 

Senator Jenner. Are you trying to tell this committee, then, that 
Mr. Watts did not know you very well; he didn’t have a chance to 
observe you ? 

Mr. Marusow. We had worked actively together in the campaign 
of 1952 around New York to try and get Mr. T aft nominated. 

Senator Jenner. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the Communist union that was the sub- 
ject of the wire or tape recording that you testified about here this 
morning ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe that was the International Union of Long- 
shoremen, the Harry Bridges union, the west coast. 

Mr. SourwIne. Now, you have t estified what you called Mr. Ander- 
son about. What did you call Mr. Alsop about ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe that was, in substance, the same. 

Mr. Sourwine. There were no differences in your conversation 
between Mr. Alsop and with Mr. Anderson ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe the conversation with Mr. Joseph Alsop 
also had something to do with finding a publisher for my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him to help you find a publisher? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he say he would ? 

Mr. Matusow. Hesaid he would think about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he subsequently do so? 

Mr. Marvusow. Not to my knowledge, sir; no. 

Mr. Sourwine. Which Mr. Alsop was that? 

Mr. Matusow. Joseph. 

Mr. Sourwine. What did he do about it, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Matusow. I haven’t the slightest idea. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him for money ? 

Mr. Matusow. I asked him to help me find a publisher or somebody 
who would help subsidize me during the w rain of my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him ‘for money ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. In the form of helping me find somebody to sub- 
sidize the book, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Otherwise ? 

Mr. Marusow. Ask him personally ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t believe so; no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he say he would try to help find someone to 
subsidize the book ? 

Mr. Marusow. He just said he would think about it, and that was it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Now, what did you call Mr. Sullivan about? 

Mr. Matusow. To apologize to Senator Mansfield for the attacks I 
had made upon him in 1952. 
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Mr. Sourwine. A moment ago you said all of these phone calls 
were for the same purpose. Was the call to Mr. Sullivan for the same 
purpose as the call to Mr. Alsop and Mr. Anderson ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, it also took the form of informing Mr. Sulli- 
van that I would be willing to furnish Senator Murray of Montana 
material that I used, as to tape-recorded speeches in the 1952 election 
campaign against Senator Mansfield. I had at that time had tape- 
recorded some of the speeches, and I would take those speeches and 
pinpoint the lies that I had told against Senator Mansfield, and I 
imagined that some of them were to be used against Senator Murray 
in 1954, and also that I had had certain conversations with certain 
people in the State of Montana as to what they had planned to do when 
attacking Senator Murray in 1954, and I had offered that information 
to Senator Murray through Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you give that information to Mr. Sullivan? 

Mr. Matusow. No, I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you offer to give it to him ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he say he did not want it ? 

Mr. Matusow. In substance, he said at that time he didn’t want it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that because you had asked him to pay for it? 

Mr. Matusow. I did not ask him to pay for it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you suggest some compensation in return 
for it? ; 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You offered to give it to him freely ? 

Mr. Matusow. I did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Why didn’t you just give it to him ? 

Mr. Marusow. It took a while to do it. 

Mr. Sourwine. He would not listen ? 

Mr. Marusow. No,sir. I don’t say that. 

Mr. Sourwine. He hung up on you? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I met him personally, too, before that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You met him personally before that? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And had made the same offer ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; just the apology to Senator Mansfield. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Mr. Sullivan to help you find a 
publisher ? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I had asked many people, Mr. Sullivan included. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Mr. Sullivan to help you find someone 
to subsidize your book ? 

Mr. Matusow. A publisher or somebody who would help me subsi- 
dize the writing of the book; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Mr. Sullivan for any sum of money? 

Mr. Matusow. He personally? No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you mention any sum of money to him? 

Mr. Matusow. I mentioned a sum of money to many people; I be- 
lieve the figure I wanted as an advance and felt I needed to carry me 
through the writing of the book was $1,500. p 

Mr. Sourwrine. Didn’t you come down a little on that amount when 
you were talking to Mr. Sullivan? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You recall some things very well. 
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Mr. Marusow. I admit that, sir; yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Don’t you recall the amount of money you asked 
Mr. Sullivan for ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall; no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 

Now, the other telephone call or calls that you made, were those 
calls or was that call, in fact, for the same purpose as these others ? 

Mr. Marusow. In substance, they carried that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. If we can determine who the person was that you 

called, is it your testimony that you called that person for the purpose 
of asking him or her to help you find a publisher, to help you find 
someone to subsidize the book ? 

Mr. Marusow. In part; that was part of the conversation, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, think real carefully and see if you can recall 
any more details about who that other person was or those other per- 
sons were. 

Mr. Marusow. I have been trying to, sir, but I don’t at this time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, Communist publications have re- 
ferred to—— 

The Cuatrman. Just wait a minute. I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. Matusow, in 1952 you were in the Air Force; were you not ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; 1951. 

The CuarrMan. Were you ever stationed at Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I was, sir. 

The CuatrMan. What years? 

Mr. Marvsow. From, I believe, April or early May 1951 through 
December 11 or 9 of 1951. 

The CHarrman. Did you meet a chaplain there in the Army, there 
in the Air Force? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. What was his name? 

Mr. Marvsow. I met a number of chaplains; I don’t recall his 
name, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you discuss with the chaplain there that you 
had been a Communist ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Cuarrman. Who was that chaplain ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I discussed it with a few chaplains up there, 
one of whom was the Episcopal chaplain, and the other was a Catholic 
chaplain. 

The Cuarrman. All right. What was the Episcopal chaplain’s 
name? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember it, sir. 

The Cruatrman. Do you remember the name of the Catholic chap- 
lain? 

Mr. Matusow. No; I don’t. 

The CruatrmMan. Do you remember a Maj. William Coolidge Hart 
of Pittsfield, Mass. ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe I spoke to Chaplain Hart, yes. 

The Cuammnan. All right. Now, I want you to state under oath 
now just what you told him. 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe I told the chaplain I had been in the Com- 
munist Party, but I wanted to fight communism; that was partly the 
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sason I was in the Air Foree. The Air Force was not letting me 
fioht communism. At that time I was unaware, in fact until yester 
day, that my mother had requested that I not be sent overseas because 
of the death of my brother who was in the Army in World War II; 
and I felt that it was because of my past activities in the Communist 
Party that I was prevented from going overseas and receiving any 
assignment or receiving any promotions in the Air Force, giving me 
a chance to do what I considered to serve the country better; and the 
chaplain 

The Cuatrman. Now, I ask you this question, sir: State whether or 
not you told Reverend Hart that you desired to expose the activities 
of the Communists; that you recognized what they were trying to do, 
and that you desired to expose them. 

Mr. Marvusow. In substance, yes, sir; I talked in those terms, sub- 
stance-wise. 

The CHarrman. And you requested him, you requested him to ar 
range for you to testify ; did you not ? 

Mr. M vrusow. No, sir; I don’t believe it went that way. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe I requested some help somewhere along the 
line, a little pressure off from the Air Force, and I believe I requested 
a chance to do something in a more dramatic way on the subject in the 
Air Force; and Reverend Hart, I believe, suggested that I meet wit] 
the base public relations officer. 

The Carman. Now, that is true; that statement is true. 

What transpired between you and the base public relations officer 

Mr. Marusow. I walked into the base public relations office, L-forget 
his name, Captain—we used to call him Howdy, I forget his name, 
though—I just remember his nickname. 

The CHarrman. Let’s get this straight. You testified at first that 
you told Reverend Hart that you wanted to fight communism. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

The CHarrMan. Military action. 

Mr. Matusow. Military and psychological, both. 

The Cuarrmman. Isn’t it true it wasn’t military; you didn’t want to 
fight Communitsts, but you wanted to testify against them because 
you knew what they were up to? 

Mr. Matusow. I said military and psychological warfare, both. 

The Cuarmman. All right, now. 

Did you meet a lady named Martha Edmiston ? 

Mr. Marvusow. E-d-m-i-s-t-o-n. 

The Cuatrman. Right. 

Mr. Marvsow. I met her; yes, sir. 

The Cnairman. All right 

Now, what happened there? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, in the base public relations office I was ther 
and met Mrs. Edmiston. We chatted a while about communism, in 
general; and I recall looking at Mrs. Edmiston and saying, “You 
like cats, don’t you,” and she said, “Yes,” and we talked about cats for 
about 15 or 20 minutes. We were both cat fanciers. 

The Cuarrman. Talked about what? 

Mr. Marvusow. Cats, felines. 

The Cnatrman. Cats? 
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Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CHamrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Marvusow. And she told me that she and her husband had about 
18 cats and about 6 or 7 dogs at their home at Waynesville, Ohio. 

The Cuarrman. Didn’t you arrange—did she arrange for you to 
testify before one of the congressional committees ? 

Mr. Marusow. She helped quite a bit, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. She and her husband. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

You told Reverend Hart that OSI was watching you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Cuarrman. You are right; that you had been a member of the 
Communist Party, that you knew what Communists were trying to do, 
and you wanted help in arranging to testify, to expose it. 

Mr. Marusow. At that point, I believe, yes, sir; I did. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir; you did. 

He arranged with the base officer, the base officer arranged for you 
to meet Mrs. Edmiston ? 

Mr. Marusow. The base public relations officer. 

The Cuarrman. That is right; and they arranged for you to testify ? 

Mr. Marusow. They helped, sir. 

The CuHarrMaAn. Yes, sir. 

Now, proceed. I want the record to lay a predicate for further 
testimony. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Very good, Mr. Chairman. We will take those mat- 
ters up in detail later on. 

Mr. Matusow, Communist publications have referred to what they 
have called your confession of perjury; but, as a matter of fact, you 
have not confessed to perjury, have you? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know what the legal terminology is. I have 
given conflicting statements or contradictory statements under oath. 
What the newspapers call it or what anybody else calls it, I don’t 
know. Iam telling the truth now. I have told falsehoods in the past. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do know, Mr. Matusow, do you not, that mere 
conflicting statements do not constitute perjury ? 

Mr. Marusow. I have been informed of that recently; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You have had legal advice on that subject, have 
you not? 

Mr. Marusow. After filing these affidavits, I was informed of this 
matter ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. From whom did you have that legal advice ? 

Mr. Matusow. From my attorney. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Faulkner? 

Mr. Marvsow. From Mr. Faulkner and, prior to that, I believe I 
got it from—I asked Mr. Witt if he knew about the law. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. You were told by Nat Witt that you could 
safely give conflicting statements, and that wasn’t necessar ily perjury 
unless they could prove 

Mr. Marvusow. He didn’t say that they couldn't. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me finish the question. 

Mr. Marvusow. All right. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Unless the Government could prove which state 
ments were true; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you told that you could not be convicted for 
perjury on the basis of your recanting of your previous testimony / 

Mr. Matusow. I believe I was told the Government would have a 
difficult time in proving it. 

The CHatrman. That is right; that the Government would have a 
difficult time in securing a conviction. 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Did Mr. Witt tell youthat? Mr. Witt told you that? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Witt and Mr. Faulkner have told me that, and 
I received—I have seen a copy of the statute itself and familiarized 
myself with it. 

The sneer Who showed you that statute / 

Mr. M ATUSOW. I asked Mr. Witt if he could oet me a copy of the 
statute to look at or a breakdown of it. 

The Cuarrman. Did you talk to Mr. Sacher? 

Mr. Matusow. Sacher? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think we discussed that matter at all. 

The Cuarrman. What did you discuss ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Sacher had asked me about my testimony) in that 
case. He was the attorney handling the retrial motion for the Flynn 
case, and he wanted to talk to me about my past testimony. 

The Cuarrman. Here is what I want to ask you: On yesterday you 
stated that Mr. Sacher prepared a memorandum. 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I believe I stated that he said it was prepared by 
the attorneys for the defense. I don’t believe I stated he prepared it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. It was prepared by the Communist 
attorneys, attorneys for the Communists. 

Mr. Marvsow. By the attorneys handling the defense of the 13 
Communist leaders. 

The Cuatrman. Why is it that the attorneys for the Communists 
had to prepare for you a memorandum showing where you lied / 

Mr. Marusow. This memorandum did not show where | lied, as you 
put it, sir. It completely is different from what you think it is. The 
memorandum was only a transcript of my testimony. 

The Cuarrman. It was a transcript of your testimony ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, sir. Of part of my testimony, the material 
parts of my testimony. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

You testified falsely there, you state ? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, yes, sir; but they had no way of knowing if I 
had testified falsely, and there were matters contained in that mem- 
orandum that I testified truly about. 

The Cuarrman. You say—but what you got was a list from these 
attorneys of where you lied or the things you lied about in that case, 
was it not? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; it was not such a list. You have a wrong 
conception of it. 
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The Cuarrman. What was the point in selecting it? You testified 
yesterday that, to save you time from reading the whole reeord—— 
Mr. Marusow. No. sir. I will tell you the point of it. 

The Crarrman. Wait a minute—that you desired a memorandum 
ating’ where you lied. 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; that is not so. That was prepared, as were 
other memorandums, I believe, to have been prepared, in the use by 
attorneys for their preparing a brief to be submitted to the 
Court of Appeals and the Supreme Court, material which took out 


e—a document which took out the—material facts relating to my 
testimony In that case. 
Phe CHamman. That is right. 
Mr. Marusow. Which was necessary for a brief to be prepared and 
ibmitted for appeals on the conviction. 


Phe CHAIRMAN. That Is correct, 

Mi. Marusow. And that is all the memorandum you are referring 
to Was. 

The Cuatrrman. That is correct: but it was of the material facts in 
vour testimony ¢ 


Mr. Martsow. Well, sir, the falsehood in my testimony that I have 


related in court dealt with the material facts of the testimony. 
The Cuarrman. All right. 
his memorandum was the material facts of your testimony, was 


Mir. Marvusow. Yes, sir: some of the material facts. 

The CuatrMan. Some of the material facts ? 

Mr. Marcsow. Yes, sir 

Phe Cramman. Prepared for, as you state now, it was not prepared 
primarily for you ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; it Was not. 

The Carman. Primarily for appeal? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe so; yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. It is what they wanted you to recant, was it not ? 

Mr. Marusow. If I lied, and the material that was 

The CHatrM “ai Answer my question. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know what they wanted me to recant, sir. 

The CuHarrman. You asked for it? 

Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t know what they wanted me to recant. 

Phe CHarrMan. For the material facts in your testimony. 

Mr. Marvusow. I asked for the minutes of my testimony, which I also 
received. 

The Cuairnman. Now you state they did not want you to recant the 
facts that they listed on the appeal as material ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Sir, I said 1 don’t know what they want me to recant ; 
[ don’t care what they want me to recant; I am just recanting what the 
falsehoods were. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Weren't they the false hoods ? 

Mr. Marusow. Part of those statements given in the testimony were 
not true, and I have stated so in Judge Dimock’s court. 

The CHarrman,. All right. They were lies, weren’t they, and you 
did recant that testimony ? 

Mr. Marusow. Part of the testimony, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. All right. In on as a result of a memorandum 
given you by the attorneys for the convicted Communists ? 

Mr. Matusow. Asa result of my conscience, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, all right. 

Mr. Matusow. When I told falsehoods under oath I didn’t have to 
see any memorandum or any minutes of any record to know where 
I lied. 

The CHarMan. but, of course, you did not. 

Mr. Marusow. I do know that I lied, put it that w ay. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, you didn’t. Then, why is it that you 
had to get a memorandum of the material facts of your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I wanted to include certain material of my testin 1ony 
In my book so it would be better written. [also wanted to include in 
the affidavits which I wrote the specific or some of the specific points 
of my falsehoods in testimony, and be accurate because it was materia] 
that was to be taken up by a court, and that is why I wanted the 
specifics of my testimony, sir. 

The Cuairman. Why did you go to the attorneys for the convicted 
Communists for the specifics of your testimony, as you call it / 

Mr. Matusow. I asked my publisher to get the testimony for me. 
1 didn’t tell him where to get it. If he went there to get it that was 
his business. I wasn’t concerned with where he obtained it. 

The CHarrMaAn. You thought he was a Communist, though ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I had once accused him of being a Communist; yes, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Of course, you remembered your testimony, 
didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. Which testimony ? 

The Cuarrman. Your testimony against the Communists. You 
remembered that, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Matusow. I remembered who I had testified against. 

The Cuarrman. Why, of course, you remembered what you testified 
to, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Marvusow. In substance, I remember who I testified against. 

The Cuatrman. Why, of course, you did. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. You remembered what part was false and which 
part was true, didn’t you? 

Mr. Marusow. Generally speaking. 

The Cuarrman. Why, of course, you did. Then why is it that you 
had to have a memorandum made up of the material facts by the 
attorneys on the other side? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I requested the full minutes of the proceedings, 
which were over a thousand pages. 

The CHarrMAN. Well, now, that is not what you testified yesterday, 
Mr. Matusow. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe, sir, the record is clear that I wanted both. 

The Cuarrman. No, sir. You testified yesterday that you did not 
want the full transcript. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe I testified I did not want to read the full 
transcript. 

The CHatrMan. You didn’t want to dig through it, you said. 

Mr. Matusow. Right; but I wanted it. 
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The CHatrMan. You said you wanted a memorandum of just the 
materia] points. 

Mr. Marusow. I said I wanted both, but I didn’t want to dig through 
the big one; that is all. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed 

Senator McCriettan. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a few questions? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Senator McCietian. Mr. Matusow, I believe you testified yesterday 
that you believed in God ? 

Mr. Marusow. I do, sir. 

Senator McCietxan. I believe you also testified that you go to 
church ? 

Mr. Matusow. I do, sir. 

Senator McCrietian. You go regularly ? 

Mr. Matusow. During the last few weeks I haven’t; I haven’t been 
near a church of my faith, but normally I do. 

Senator McCre.ian. Since the time that you have had a change of 
heart about your life and your conduct, you have been trying to make 
some major restitution, as I understand it, by attending church and 
worshiping ? 

Mr. Marusow. And working frequently outside of church in the 
same respect; yes, sir. 

Senator McCretian. Yes. 

So we are to understand that you do have a conscience ? 

Mr. Matusow. I do, sir. 

Senator McCrietian. Yes, sir. 

Now, do you recognize that when you appeared in court and testified 
to material facts related to the crime with which these people were 

charged and testified falsely, that you yourself committed a crime? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCrerian. You acknowledge that? 

Mr. Marvsow. I acknowledge that, sir, yes. 

Senator McCrirrian. How many crimes of that nature did you 
commit ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Many. 

Senator McCretian. Many. 

Now, as one who believes in God and who says he wants to make res- 
titution, do you recognize that you owe a debt to society for the 
crimes you say you committed ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Many debts. 

Senator McCiettan. Many debts. 

Then, if you are charged by constitutional authorities with having 
committed these crimes in order to require you to pay your debt to 
society, is it now your intention to plead guilty to those charges and 
pay your debt to society ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, if I am charged, I alone am charged, and Mr. 
Crouch and Mr. Budenz, and Mr. Chambers and Miss Bentley are 
not 

Senator McCretian. I am not asking about others; I am only ask- 
ing about you. They will have to search their Scencionoe, too. Let 
us talk about you now. What do you intend to do? 

Mr. Marvsow. Depending upon the size of the indictment—— 

Senator McCrexuan. The size of it? 
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Mr. Matusow. That is, who else is included, if I am going to be 
used 

Senator McCrietian. I see. 

Mr. Matusow (continuing). To defend—if the Government in 
tends to use me as a scapegoat and say, “Well, all these other people, 
Crouch, Budenz, and Bentley are reliable and truthful witnesses,” I 
am going to fight it. But if they, if the Government, indicts, where 
they should, because of the conflicting statements that have been 
proven in court, charges made, and before hearings by Mr. Budenz, 
Mr. Crouch, Mr. Manning Johnson and these others, and we are all 
put together, as we should be, people who have told falsehoods under 
oath, and we should pay our debt, I will gladly join them wherever 
they go, in any Federal prison. But if alone, no, I am not going to 
take it that easily. 

Senator McCretian. All right. That helps us to evaluate your 
testimony. In other words, if the Government now will undertake 
to prosecute and to convict all of those who have, presumably, served 
their country by testifying to this conspiracy of the Communist Party, 
of calling the people to be convicted for such conspiracy, if the Gov- 
ernment is now ready to prosecute all of those who rendered that serv- 
ice for their country, then you would be willing to consider maybe a 
plea of guilty ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, I don’t think Mr. Paul Crouch has rendered 
any constructive service to this Government by lying under oath, as 
he has done, nor has Mr. Manning Johnson. 

Senator McCueiian. Let me ask you one other question. You want 
us to believe, and I assume you want all the people to believe, that you 
are now sincere. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCuieitian. And that you are trying to purge your con- 
science and your soul of the dastardly thing that you say you have 
done ? 

Mr. Matusow. I have purged my soul of it, sir. 

Senator McCiexan. Isthat correct? 

Mr. Matusow. My conscience is clear now. 

Senator McCietian. I donot know. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I know. 

Senator McCrietxan. I hope that is some satisfaction to you. 

Mr. Matusow. It isa great deal, sir. 

Senator McCrietian. But you are trying to use that now to commer- 
cialize on it, are you not ? 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, I believe I stated——— 

Senator McCrieitan. You are trying to use that to commercialize 
on it by publishing this book, are you not? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Senator McCieitian. Don’t you know you are? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. You expect to make a profit out of it. 

Mr. Matusow. The legal fees that 

Senator McCietxian. That is why you are doing it. 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; that is not—— 

Senator McCietian. Why are you doing it, to help the Communists? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; to help the United States Government. 
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Senator McCietian. You are either doing it for one of two things: 
You are trying to commercialize on it— 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, it is quite simple. 

Senator McCientian. You are trying to capitalize on the crimes you 
have committed by publishing this book and having it sold to the 
American peop le. 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Senator McCretitan. And I think they have a right to know what 
you are trying to perpetre ite. 

Mr. Marusow. That is not, sir-—— 

Senator McCiettan. Whether you are trying to perpetrate another 
hoax or another fraud or whether you are sincere. 

Mr. Marusow. Iam sincere. 

Senator McCuietian. I gave you a chance to say whether you are 
going to pay your debt to society, and you said you wouldn’t do it un- 
less several others were sent to the penitentiary, and you expect us 
now to accept that in good conscience. 

Mr. Marvusow. No, wait, sir. Right now, all moneys that are not 
used in legal fees and defense of myself in relation to these charges, 
£ will turn over to any charity in relation to scholarship for schools, 
and I woul | oon to name the school because I attacked that school, 
Antioch College in Yellow Springs, Ohio. All moneys other than 
moneys I have . oe nd on legal fees, and if you would like it, sir, 

have any attorney you would like draw it up and I will sign it and 
give it to the school. 

Senator McCretitan. Will you go further and will you acknowl- 
edge that you will plead guilty for the crimes you have committed ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe I have answered that, sir, but in relation 
to the moneys—— 

Senator McCreiian. You answer it in the best way you will. 

Mr. Marusow. But in relation to the moneys, sir, all moneys other 
than legal fees that I have to spend, go to some institution for educa- 
tion. I don’t need them, and I don’t want them. I will clear the air 
on that — right now. 

Senator McCietxian. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, now that you have attempted to 
blacken the names of other persons by saying that they are similar to 
you, I want to ask you, do not not—— 

Mr. Marvusow. Mr. Crouch is not similar to me; he is still hiding 
behind his lies, sir. 

The CrarrMan. Now, wait just a minute; wait just a minute. I 
want you to give the counsel time to complete his questions, and then 
your answer should conform to the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow has quite cleverly anticipated the 
question and has answered it in his own way, but I would still like 
to ask him mine. 

Is it not true that there is one major difference between you and 
all these other people? 

Mr. Marusow. There is, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrye. You have called yourself a liar and they all main- 
tain that they told the truth under oath. 

Mr. Marvusow. I have a clear conscience ; they don’t. 

Mr. Sou rwine. Is it not correct that you have called yourself a liar, 
and they have all maintained the truth of everything they testified to! 


Bite 
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Mr. Marvsow. No, they have not admitted the les which were 
proven when they testified. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it not true that you have called yourself a lia 

Mr. Mart sOoW. J have admitted falsehoods under oath: yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And is it not true that all these other people you 
named have stoutly maintained that they told the truth in everyt! 
they testified to under oath ? 

Mr. Marusow. Even though their statements have been contradic 
tory under oath, they maintained both are the truth. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, they have maintained the truth, 
not 4 

Mr. Marusow. They have stated it is the truth, though it has been 
proven otherwise. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, that is all I wanted to be sure of, that you 
recognized that was the difference between you and them on that point 

Now, with regard to what is in their consciences, vou have no know] 
edge, have you—you are here under oath, Mr. M: atusow, be a little 
careful—you do not know what is on any other man’s conse 
you ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. No. I don’t, sir. 

Mr. SourwiNe. I want to tell you something. You are the man 
who has testified and bragged about how good you are on the witness 
stand, how it is a chess game, how you know 0 to defeat cross 
examination; you are the man who has been briefed by various able 
lawyers on the subject of perjury. 

But I want you to know that it is extremely material for this com 
mittee to determine, if possible, when and how you are telling the 
truth and when and how you are lying. I want you to know that 
all the auestions that are asked you here are material to this Inquiry ; 
that they are substantial, and if you lie about them and it can be 
established that you have lied about them. you stand very little chance 
to beat the rap on that because that will be perjury. I want you to 
consult your counsel about that, and bear it in mind in answering 
questions from now on. 

Now, with regard to the word “lie” you testified in Judge Dimock’s 
court that you had an obsession about the word “lie,” didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. But, as a matter of fact, you did lie, did you not? 

Mr. Marvusow. Ona number of occasions I have, yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You have testified under oath that you were a har, 
have you not ? 

Mr. Marusow. I have testified under oath that I have told lies: 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr. Matusow, | want to go to another subje 
This will be brief, if the Chair wants to take a noon recess. 

Were you ever in combat in the war ? 

Mr. Matusow. I was. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You so testified yesterday. Will you tell us a little 
bit about that, when you were under fire ? 

Mr. Matusow. The last few days of the war. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where? 

Mr. Matusow. Germany. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, pinpoint it a little more than that. When a 
man is under fire for the first time he knows more about it. 
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Mr. Matusow. Near Mainz, Germany. 
Mr. Sourwine. With what outfit were you ? 

Mr. Marusow. Third Infantry Regiment. 
Mr. Sourwrne. And where were you when you were under fire. in 
the rear area, in the front lines, or where ? 

Mr. Marusow. In the rear. 

Mr. Sourw1ne. In the rear. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. How far to the rear ? 

Mr. Marusow. Quite far. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is what you call combat ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, when I am being shot at, and there is another 
lan in uniform. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever participate in an attack ? 
Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever engage in hand-to-hand combat? 
Mr. Marusow. On that occasion; yes, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. Tell us about it, with whom did you engage in hand- 
hand combat. 
Mr. Marusow. In disarming the other party. 

Mr. Sourwine. With whom? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t remember who he was; he was a German. 
Mr. Socurwiner. Where did this occur ? 

Mr. Marusow. Near Mainz, Germany. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, how did he get so far to the rear that you were 
able to engage in hand-to-hand—— 
Mr. Marusow. There were a couple hundred thousand German 
soldiers in the rear at that time. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Was this man a prisoner ? 
Mr. Matusow. He was later. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you make him a prisoner? 
Mr. Marvsow. I and somebody else. 
Mr. Sourwine. Who helped vou? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t remember his name. 

Mr. Sourwine. One of your buddies? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the two of you injure this man? 
Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall. We did, yes; I don’t know how we 
have injured him, though. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you lay hands on him physically ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you attack him with a weapon ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwinre. What weapon? 

Mr. Matusow. A rifle butt. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You did not shoot him? 
Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You did not bayonet him ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You hit him with a rifle butt? 

Mr. Marvsow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. You personally ? 
Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. You did not grapple with him as one would with a 
person one were wrestling with / 
Mr. Matrusow. ] did. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, with a gun, with a pnts shall We say. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you bre ak any of his lim 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you break his back ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I don't know, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was your buddy doing all this time that you 
were grappling with him, with the piece / 

Mr. Matusow. He was there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. What was he doing? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was he watching / 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t remember, sir: no recollections at all, 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he attack this man / 

Mr. Matusow. I have no recollections of this, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Tell us about it. 

Mr. Marusow. I have no recollections of it, sir, other than the ones 
| have stated. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, now, you may think that is true, but some 
times a man can recall a little bit of information about something. 

Mr. Marvusow. If I do, I will let you know, sir 

Mr. Sourwine. I want to ask a question so that we may be able to 
help you recall. 

Mr. Matusow. Fine, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where was this man at the time, just before you 
physically grappled with him ? 

Mr. Marv sow. I don’t remember, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were there other Germans in the vicinity 

Mr. Marusow. Many,sir. It was in Germany. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were they prisoners / 

Mr. Marvusow. Some were, some weren't. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were there other German soldiers in the vi inity ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. In the near vicinity / 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was this inside of an enclosure of any kind ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was this the only time you ever had hand-to-hand 
combat with an enemy soldier 4 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember, s 

The CHarrMan. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t remember, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. You don’t remember whether this was the only time 
that you had combat with a German soldier ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t remember. 

The Cuarrman. Did this man shoot at you? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall now, sir. I think he did. 

The Cuarrman. What is your answer to that question ? 

Mr. Matusow. I think he did. 

The Cuatmrman. You think he did ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Why did you think he did ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I heard a gun go off. 

The Cuatrman. You don’t know whether he was shooting at you 
or not é 

Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t see the muzzle of his weapon. 

The CruarrmMan. Well, now, you have testified, Mr. Matusow, just 
a moment ago, that you were in combat because you were being shot at. 

Mr. Marvusow. I consider that combat. 

The Cuairnman. Were you shot at? You say now you do not know. 

Mr. Marvusow. He asked me if he shot at me, I believe. 

The CuarrmMan. Allright. Who shot at you? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know, sir. 

The Cuatirman. Do you know anyone shot at you? 

Mr. - vrusow. I presume so, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You presume so. Now what are the facts? 

Mr. uM vrusow. I heard a rifle report and heard a report, and the 
ricochet of a piece of ammunition nearby; I presumed I was sp at. 

The Cuatrman. You do not know whether it was fired by an Amer- 
ican soldier, a German soldier, or who fired it ? 

oa Marvsow. I don’t know. It was an armed German soldier 
nearby: I presumed he fired. 

Zz ci ‘AIRMAN. How far were you from the front ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t remember, sir. I am quite confused about 
the whole thine. 

The CuatrMan. You were confused about it ? 

Mr. Marvsow. At this point I don’t remember anything about it 
other than I have said. 

The Cuairman. I think you are confused about many things. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir: I admit that. 

The Cuatrman. I am going to ask you this question: How far were 
you from the frontlines / 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t remember where the frontlines were. It 
was the last days of the war, and they were changing quite rapidly. 

lhe CuarrMan. Well, the frontlines 

Mr. Marvusow. I was onthe Rhine River. 

The CuatmrMan. Yes: and the frontlines were—— 

Mr. Marvusow. A couple of hundred miles away. 

The CuatmrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Marvusow. And in some cases around us. 

The Cuatrman. Thatis right. Now, go ahead. 

Mr. Marvusow. That is all. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever testified that you killed an enemy 
soldier in hand-to-hand combat ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever testify that you broke a German sol- 
dier’s back ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever tell that story not under oath ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, I have told a lot of false stories about combat. 
war stories, yes, not under oath, though. 

The CuarrMan. Wait a minute. Not under oath, you say ? 

Mr. Marusow. ‘That is right; I lied a lot in my past, sir. 

Mr, Sourwine. Did you hurt your back in Germany in 1946? 4 
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Mr. Matusow. 1945. 

Mr. Sourwinr. 1945? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. SourwineE. How ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I fell. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where? 

Mr. Marusow. Bad Nauheim, Germany. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you fall on level ground ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall—I do recall, I fell down a flight of 
stairs. 

Mr. SourwineE. Where were the stairs? 

Mr. Matusow. Just in relation to the town in Bad Nauheim, in a 
building there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Stairs usually are. What was the building 

Mr. Matusow. Headquarters. 

Mr. SourwIne. Now you are testifying that you fell down the stairs 
at headquarters ? 

Mr. Matusow. My recollection is that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Army headquarters ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. At Bad Nauheim ? 

Mr. Marusow. Continental base section. 

Mr. Sourwine. At Bad Nauheim, Germany? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever fall down stairs in a hospital or the 
front or back stairs of a hospital ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. I believe I did here at Fort Myer, Va 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever fall down the stairs of a hospital, or 
the front or back stairs of a hospital in any other place? 

Mr. Marusow. No. I believe at Fort Myer, Va., it wasn’t a stair- 
case. I was in the hospital here with—I forget what it was—I took 
sick in Washington, and I believe it was my appendix, something dis- 
turbing, and I “passed out here at the bus depot, and I was t: aken to 
the hospital ; and I seemed to have gotten out of bed or something, 
and fell at that time, that night ; my recollection is that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever fall duri ing calisthenics 

Mr. Matusow. During calisthenics? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever state that you had fallen during calis 
thenics ? 

Mr. Matusow. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever state in an instance when there was 
a criminal penalty for false statements that you had fallen and injured 
yourself during calisthenics ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever state at a time when there was a 
criminal penalty for false statements that you had fallen and hurt 
your back, fallen pe the stairs of a hospital ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know for sure where you hurt your back? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, Bad Nauheim, Germany. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Is that the injury for which you have received com- 
pensation from the Veterans’ Administration ? 
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Mr. Marusow. Itis. 
Mr. Sourwine. Have you fallen several times ? 
Mr. Marusow. Since when? 


Mr. Sourwine. Have you fallen down several times and hurt your 


back on one of several different occasions ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I think I have fallen since then because of the 
back injury, but not fallen and hurt my back. 

Mr. Sourwine. There was only one fall and one injury which led 
to your present compensation; is that right ? 

Mr. Marvusow. My recollection is that, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. And that occurred at Bad Nauheim, Germany ? 

Mr. Matusow. My recollection is, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. And if you stated otherwise, it was a lie when you 
stated it? 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection now is that. I don’t know what the 
recollection was in 1946, 

Mr. Sourwine. All I want you to do is to tell the truth now. 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, sir; I don’t remember—if I say now my re- 
collection is that I fell down the flight of stairs, and you happen to 
bring out a report from the Army that said I fell on level ground 
instead of down a flight of stairs in Bad Nauheim, I am more apt to 
take that report of 1946. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, you have reached the point where 
you say “I don’t remember” before enough of the question is asked 
for you to know what we are asking. All I want you to state is your 
best memory now of what the truth is. 

You are stating now that the truth is that you were only injured 
in the back once and that that was through a fall down the stairs in 
headquarters ? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Sourwine, I am not a doctor, I don’t know how 
many times my back has been injured by various and sundry physical 
activities which I partake in. This one I do recall because I was 
paralyzed from it, the fall down a flight of stairs and its aftereffect. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, aren’t you wondering: 

Senator Jenner. Paralyzed where? Where was it that the paral- 
ysis took effect ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I couldn’t move, so I call that paralysis. 

Senator Jenner. It did not affect your head when you fell in any 
way 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know, Senator. 

Senator Jenner. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Matusow. I have never seen a psychiatrist about it, contrary 
to some people’s belief. 

Senator Jenner. I believe you should. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, a lot of people should, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, I just want to know what your pres- 
ent testimony is. You only remember now having fallen and hurt 
the back once ? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I remember the fall which I hurt my back 
on, which I based the claim for disability on. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marusow. And there were subsequent attacks, shall we say, or 


whatever a doctor would call it, which have, and still do, incapacitate 
me, and prevent me from walking at times. 
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Mr. Sourwine. And that particular fall and that injury was at Bad 
Nauheim, Germany, on the stairs at headquarters ? 


Mr. Matusow. From there I went to a hospital and was there for 
2 or 3 weeks. 

Mr. Sourwine. What hospital did you goto? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe the 97th—no, I believe I went to a station 


hospital, as I recall, at Bad Nauheim, and then I went to the 97th 
General at Frankfurt, is my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwine. We will return to this subject, Mr 
the permission of the Chair. 

The CuHarrMANn. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you remember stating yesterday — ee 

hat after a certain time you had not voluntarily otfe re di: informa 
tion to a congressional committee ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwirne. What was that time after which you did not 
untarily offer any information to a congressional committee ? 

Mr. Marusow. Are you referring to officially offering it to the com- 
mittee or, I believe I stated yesterday I had conversations with certain 

taff members of certain committees. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Yes: other than conversations with staff members 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I believe I stated to members of the—staff 
members of Senator McCarthy’s committee last year, prior to the start 
of the Army-McCarthy hearings, or early in the stages of it, I believe 
I stated to Mr. Buckley, who at that time was assistant counsel of the 
committee, that I do not inte nd to ever testify before any congressional 
committee, and Buckley’s answer was, “We ll, I don’t think they will 
call you 

Mr. Sourwine. You did state that to Buckley; did you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was in 1954? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was after the time which you testified yester 
day you had not made any offer to him ? 

Mr. Marvsow. That was in that period. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Aside from Mr. Buckley now, your 

hat you did not during 1954 make any offer; is that r ight ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall making any offer, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, I have here a telegram which I re 
ceived from the custody of the House Commitee on Un-American 
Activities, of the man in charge of their files. I will identify it in 
that way, Mr. Chairman, and it has been in my custody since. It is 
addressed to Representative Harold H. Velde, chairman, Committee 
on Un-American Activities. It is dated March 2, 1954. 

Mr. Marusow. What was that date, sir? 

Mr. Sourwine. March 2, 1954. And it says: 

Reference my testimony July 15, 1952, have further detailed important docu- 


mentation regarding ties between Communist Party and Nationalist Party Puerto 
Rico. Please contact. 


. Chairman, with 


vol- 


testimony Is 


HARVEY MARSHALL MATUSOW, 

491 Macombs Road, Bron. 
Telephone Cypress 9—7653. 
[ show you this and ask you if you sent that telegram. 
Mr. Matusow. I did, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwtne. Don’t you consider that an offer ? 
Mr. M rusow. lremember it, sir, to save you the trouble. 
Mr. Sourwine. Don’t you consider that an offer of information to 


committee 4 
Mr. Marvusow. Well, I said, sir, to the best of my recollection, and 
i didn’t reeall this. I believe now that you have refreshed my memory 


as to this document, I also called Mr. Frank Carr, who was staff direc- 
tor of the Government Operations Committee, and offered the same 
dette to him. 

Mr. Sourwine. This is important as going to show your state of 
mind as |; ate as March of 1954. At that time, contrary to the impres 
sion you have been attempting to give, that you had withdrawn from 
Government testimony, you were actually offering testimony which, if 
accepted, would have surely led to your testimony ; ; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, the material here is not quite the same; no. 

Mr. Sourwine. Not quite the same as what ? 

Mr. Marvusow. It doesn’t fall in the category of any of my past 
testimony. I believe this telegram was sent the day after members 
of the Puerto Rican Nationalist Party had attempted to assassinate 
certain Members of Congress. 

{ had been in Puerto Rico in 1949, and I had certain pamphlets, 
documents, and so forth, from the Puerto Rican Nationalist Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes; and you had plagiarized a very good article 
about Puerto Rico some time before and sold it to a newspaper; had 
you not ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. That was the official Communist Party line on Puerto 
Rico; yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes; you knew what the official Communist Party 
line was, and you were offering these people an opportunity to have 
you testify about it: were you not ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; it wasn’t quite the same. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you anticipate that if this offer was accepted 
you would have to testify ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I stated to Mr. Carr when I called him and, 
I believe 

Mr. Sourwine. We are talking about this offer. 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I am talking about this; this was one offer to 
two committees. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right 

The Cuairnman. Wait a minute, let us confine it to that telegram. 
Was that telegram an offer to testify ? 

Mr. Marvusow. In executive session only. 

The Cnairman. All right. It was an offer to testify. 

Mr. . vrusow. I didn’t want the publicity about it. 

The Crairman. All right. It was an offer to testify, was it not? 

Mr. uM vrusow. Yes, sir; it was. 

The Cuarrman. Correct. And your former testimony then was 
false, was it not ? 

Mr. Marvsow. No. It said I don’t recall any, sir, and I spoke to 
Mr. Buckley about that matter after this date that I just referred to. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Mr. Matusow, there is nothing in that telegram 
that restricts your testimony to executive session, is there ? 

Mr. Marusow. But there were in conversations I had. 

Mr. Sourwine. Just answer my question. 
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Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; there weren't, but you are trying to leave 
n impression which is not right. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did not get any answer to that telegram, did 
vou é 
' Mr. Marvusow. No, sir: I didn’t. 

Mr. Sourwink. You are familiar with the proceedings before co 
eressional committees, are you not 6 

Mr. Marusow. Somewhat. 

Mr. Sourwine. You know, do you not, that if a witness testific 
1h executive session. if the committee decides his testimony is of am 
mportance, he will testify thereafter in public session ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You know that the witness has no control over that ? 

Mr. Marusow. I do, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well then, when you sent this telegram, you cer- 
tainly could not have intended or anticipated that you woul i be able 
to limit your testimony to executive session, could you ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, but- 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. Now, you explain the “but,” but what ? 

Mr. Marusow. But in the case of many friendly witnesses, in the 
a my experience before this very committee, I was familiar with 

. fact that testimony was first taken in executive session. The pol 
i a of this committee in the past with me has been to take testimony 
n executive session first, and then release it at some later date, and 
that was what I was referring to, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is how you would avoid the publicity / 

Mr. Marusow. Well, in discussing with certain committee members 
the documents which I offered, and not so much the testimony. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you have spoken of yourself as a friendly wit 
ness. Were you a friendly witness before the House Un-Americat 
Activities Committee in the spri ing of 1954 ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I didn’t testify in the spring of 1954; early summer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you on friendly terms with them? Did you 
consider yourself as a friendly witness? Did you think you would 
be considered as a friendly witness? 

Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t know how I would be considered when I 
got there. When I got there I was considered as a frie ndly witness. 
In fact, I borrowed $25 off one of the investigators wae h to this day 
I haven’t returned. 

Mr. Sourwine. I don’t doubt it. 

You have stated, however, that you sent this telegram with the ex 
pectation that you would be treated as a friendly witness; is that right ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, as a matter of fact, that was at or about the 
time, according to your testimony, when you were telephoning people 
all over W ashington and elsewhere trying to get them to assist you 
in writing your book? 

Mr. Marusow. It was after that period, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was after what? 

Mr. Marusow. The conversations you—telephone conversations you 
are referring to. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, I am trying to place them. 

Mr. Matusow. It was after the telegram of March 2. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. In other words, after the committee failed to re- 
spond here, then you went out and tried to sell the book. 

Mr. Marusow. No, that wasn’t it, sir. 

Mr. Sourwinr. You were not trying to sell the book prior to March 
9, 1954? 

Mr. Marvusow. Iwas. What Iam trying to say is the reference you 
have there in that telegram has nothing to do with testimony that I 
have given before. 

Mr. Sourwine. I did not say it had anything to do with it. I am 
only trying to find out what the time factor is. 

Mr. Marvsow. It has no bearing on it one way or another, sir. 

The Crarrman. Answer his questions. 

wal Sovurwine. I thought I heard you testify here within the last 
minute that you had not attempted to peddle your book until after 
the a ate of this telegram; didn’t you so testify ? 

Mr. Marvsow. You referred to certain telephone calls, sir. They 
were after the 2 ate of the telegram. TI had talked to people about the 
book prior to the date of that telegr: am. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. You mean you had not talked to anybody on the 
telephone about the book pr ior to the date of that telegram ? 

Mr. Marvsow. You were referring to conversations in the apart- 
ment at 141 West 10th Street. 

Mr. Sourwine. No, I was not, Mr. Matusow. I talked about tele- 
phoning people all over Washington and elsewhere trying to sell your 
b ok. 

Mr. Marusow. Well, you didn’t make yourself clear to me, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, you will find it is very clear in the record, 

nd I want to caution you again, Mr. Matusow. You are a very in- 
telligent man; you are very sharp on the witness stand. You are 
experienced in cross-examination. Listen to the questions because 
vou are going to be charged with hearing them. Any time you don’t 
understand it, ask to have it repeated. Will you do that, please? 

Mr. Matusow. I will. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr Matusow, was your hotel room in Los 
Angeles robbed on any occasion ? 

Mr. Marusow. It was. 

Mr. Sourwrxe. Did you lose approximately $1,100? 

Mr. Marvsow. Approximately. 

Mr. Sourwryne. Was that in cash money ? 

Mr. Matusow. It was. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. Did you lose anything else by that robbery? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sovrwinp. Where was this money ? 

Mr. Marvsow. It was in a book. 

Mr. Sourwtnp. Inside the pages of a book? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, sir. I had won the money in a dice game at 
Reno, Nev. 

Mr. Sourwtne. abo at was it, hundred dollar bills? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall at this time; I believe they were. 

Mr. Sovurwtne. It would have made a considerable bulky bundle to 
be inside a book if it was larger than hundred dollar bills. 


Mr. Matusow. My recollection is it was hundred dollar bills, but 
that was a few years ago. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell the police about that loss ? 

Mr. Matusow. I reported the robbery. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you had won the entire $1,100 in a dice game? 
Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. How much of it had you won? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall at this time; a substantial part of it. 
Mr. Sourwine. Were you in the habit of winning money at the dice 
games ? 

Mr. Matusow. I had won some money at dice games, and I had lost 
some at dice games. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Were you in the habit of winning large amounts? 

Mr. Matusow. I had won large amounts on a few occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it a large amount involved in the $1,100 that 
you had won in the dice game? 

Mr. Matusow. I had won and lost larger amounts at dice tables. 

Mr. Sourwixe. You did not answer the question. I think you 
realize 

Mr. Matusow. I didn’t consider that a large amount of money in 
relation to playing at Reno or Las Vegas, Nev. 

Mr. Sourwine. We will get down to this eventually, you might just 
as well resign yourself to it. 

You would have the i impression, I am sure, that what you had won 
in the dice game was a substantial part of the $1,100, but you have 
never testified to it. So far as your testimony goes it could have been 
$10 that you won in the dice game. 

Mr. Marusow. I said it was a large part of the $1,100. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is what I want to know, was it as much as 
$500 ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. It might have been 6 or 7. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, were you accustomed to winning amounts that 
large at dice games ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. In that period of time I was, during my stay in 
Nevada. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You frequently won as much as five or six hundred 
dollars in a dice game? 

Mr. Matusow. And lose as much as a thousand, 

Mr. Sourwine. That was during your plush period ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr, SourwineE. That was while you were married ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where did you win this particular six or seven 
hundred dollars? 

Mr. Matusow. Part at the Mapes Hotel in the penthouse; part at— 
is it the Golden Hotel ? 

Mr. Sourwine. You will have to tell me, sir; I don’t know. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe, sir, I don’t remember Reno that well, but 
you might refresh my recollection to Reno itself; the other hotel, I 
believe it is the Golden. 

Mr. Sourwine. It has been my experience a man usually knows 
where he wins or loses large amounts of money. 

Mr. Matusow. There are a number of gambling places in Reno, 
and I have gambled in most of them, and I don’t recall on this occa 
sion. I believe it was the Mapes Hotel and the Golden; I am fairly 
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certain it wasn’t the Riverside; I wasn’t going in that hotel during 
that period. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. When was it that you lost this money in Los 
Angeles? 

Mr. Marvsow. September 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. September 1953. 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I arrived there some time in late September. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now we go to another loose end. We are still clear- 
ing up loose ends from yesterday, Mr. Matusow. 

You stated at the early part of your testimony yesterday that you 
had signed all the pages on each of two copies of the mimeogravhed 
text of your book; is that right ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Why did you do that? 

Mr. Marusow. In case I felt if something happened to me before 
the publication of the book and before I could finish rewriting it, 
there would be an authenticated document with my signature that 
“eee | be published, and the story which I am telling in the book could 
be told. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, what did you do with those two signed copies? 

Mr. Marusow. I gave them to my publisher. 

Mr. Sourwtnet. Both of them? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. To Mr. Kahn or Mr. 

Mr. Marusow. To Mr. Kahn. 

Mr. Sourwine. To Mr. Kahn. Do you know what he did with 
them ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know what he did with either of them ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t know specifically. I believe one has turned 
up in the hands of the newspaperman. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Who? 

Mr. Marvsow. I read about it in Mr. Alsop’s column that he had 
a signed copy, and I presume it was one of the two I had signed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you want this committee to believe that all you 
know about Mr. Alsop’s possession of a signed copy of your book is 
what you read in the newspapers ? 

Mr. Matusow. I had never met Mr. Stewart Alsop; I don’t know 
the man. 

Mr. Sourwtne. We didn’t ask that question, sir. I asked you if you 
wanted this committee to believe that all you know about Mr. Alsop’ g 
possession of that signed copy of your book was what you read in the 
newspapers. Do you want the committee to get that impression? Tf 
you don’t, say so. 

Mr. Marvsow. You want me to think about questions? You asked 
me, sir, then let me take time and think about certain questions. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are thinking about the answer. 

Mr. Matusow. I am thinking about your answer, sir: just as I don’t 
know what is on Mr. Crouch’s mind, don’t try to predict what is on 
mine. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Marusow. No, I don’t know of my own knowledge how he 
actually got it. I do know a copy was mailed to Mr. Alsop by my 
publisher, but other than that I don’t. 
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Mr. Sourwine. How did you know that? Did your counsel just 
till you? 

Mr. Matusow. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. You knew it before, didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. SouRWINE. I raise that question not to call attention to the fact 

iat you had consulted with counsel, but so that it would be clear that 
vee did have that knowledge when you answered my previous two 
questions on this subject. 

Mr. Marvusow. I refreshed my recollection on the subject. 

Mr. Sourwinp. Now, who told you that? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, counsel didn’t; he knew nothing about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. Who told you that? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I got the information from Mr. Kahn. 

Mr. Sourwine. He did it with your permission, did he not ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, of course, he did it; he got the signature with 
my permission. 

Mr. Sourwine. No. He mailed the copy with your permission, 
did he not ? 

Mr. Matusow. Of course, he did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. He asked your permission, did he not ? 

Mr. Matusow. Of course, he did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you sure about that? Did he ask your per 
mission or didn’t you suggest that he mail the copy ? 

Mr. Marusow. Everything in relation to the book and the publica- 
tion of the book and who had seen it has been with my permission, that 

s, the number of people who have seen it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you are hedging again. You are very good 
at it, but, as a matter of fact, you jumped a little foo quickly at ‘that 
question. 

Mr. Matusow. What? 

Mr. Sourwine. Asa matter of fact, you suggested that he mail that 
copy to Mr. Alsop, didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did not? 

Mr. Matusow. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who did suggest it ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I haven’t the slightest idea. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are telling the truth now? 

Mr. Matusow. I haven’t the slightest idea 

Mr. Sourwtne. I say, are you telling the truth now ? 

Mr. Marusow. That is one for you, sir. 

I was repeating the answer to the previous question; but, yes, I am 
telling the truth now. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 

Now, was that copy, or the other copy that you had signed, mailed 
to anyone else? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe—I don’t know if the signed copy was mailed 
to anybody else, no. I have no knowledge of where it is. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do not know that the signed copy was mailed 
to anyone other than Mr. Alsop? 

Mr. Marusow. I do not and have no knowledge of it. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr. Matusow, do you remember making a 
statement in your book about how many Communist-front organiza- 
tions were listed on your Brooks Air Force Base questionnaire? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, I remember making a statement in the book. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you remember the statement you made? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, I believe it said 45 or 46. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, was that a true statement ? 

Mr. Matusow. In what respect? 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, was it true or was it false? 

Mr. Marvusow. The number of organizations that I belonged to or 
the fact that I had listed or the fact that I had stated it in the book? 

Mr. Sourwine. Merely the statement that you had listed it, that 
you had listed 45 or 46 Communist-front organizations. 

Mr. Marusow. It was true to the best of my recollection; I don’t 
have a copy of the report. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, would you want to hedge that a little bit and 
say there might not have been 45 or 462 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, it might have been 30. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, might it have been 25? 

Mr. Marusow. It may have been 25; it may have been 30, it may 
have been 50. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Might it have been 24? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think it went that low. 

Mr. Sourwine. Might it have been 23? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think it went that low. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, can you say it was more than 20? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I think if the Air Force furnished a copy of 
it we could establish the fact. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am trying to find out. 

Mr. Matusow. My rec dllection is that it was close to 45. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have made a statement in your book. Now, 
eventually in this hearing when we get to it, we are going to go down 
into that book and see what statements are in it that are demonstrably 
untrue. 

Mr. Matusow. I am looking forward to it; the truth will be told 
in many ways. 

Mr. Sourwine. I want to find out now with regard to this one 
whether that statement was, to your knowledge, true or whether you 
just picked a figure out of the air and put it in your book. 

Mr. Matusow. It was, to the best of my recollection true, and close 
to the figure. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, did you state in connection with that, “I 
hadn’t belonged to all those organizations?” Did you say that? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir; I said that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You said you just put it down to be cute? 

Mr. Matusow. I said I hadn’t belonged to all those organizations, 
but if I had ever signed a petition or taken part in any of that organi- 
zation’s activities, I put it down anyway just to be cute; that is close 
to a complete quote from the book on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 

Now, will you state here that there were more than 20 listed? 

Mr. Matusow. My recollection is, yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Would it surprise you to learn that there were fewer 
than 20? 
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Mr. Matusow. Very much so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter of transmittal here 
which I believe, in justice to the writer, should be read. Do I have 
permission to do that 

The CHAirMAN. You may proceed. 

Mr. Sourwtne. It came to me and is addressed to you, however. It 
is signed by Mr. Frederick Ayer, Jr., Special Assistant to the Secre- 
tary, Department of the Air Force: 

DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Confirming my conversation with you, I attach a copy 
of the personal history statement, WDAEO form 643A, completed at Brooks Air 
Force Base by Harvey Marshall Matusow. It is understood that the release of 
this form in no way establishes a precedent. Personal history statements are 
not, except under extraordinary circumstances, released to congressional com- 
mittees. In this one instance I have obtained the consent of the Secretary to 
release to you a copy of this document in order to assist this committee of the 
Senate in its inquiry into the veracity of this witness. 

Sincerely yours, 
FREDERICK AYER, Jr. 

Attached is what purports to be a photostat of a personal history 
statement, and I will ask the witness to look at it, look at this signa- 
ture. I show the signature, and I ask him if that is his signature. 

Is that your signature, Mr. Matusow ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Yes; it is my signature. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 

May I have the document, please. 

Now, Mr. Matusow, this document indicates that you gave these 
answers ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know what is in the rest of the document 
and could not swear to that document being one I filled out unless I 
have seen it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Nobody is asking you to do so. 

Mr. Matusow. I want to preface your remarks to that, sir, to keep 
the record straight. 

Mr. Sourwine. This document indicates the following answers to 
questions under “Employment.” 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think that that indicates anything that I 
have said until I have identified it, sir, to be straight 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, are you a lawyer? 

Mr. Marusow. You have said, sir, I have certain little experience 
in proceedings, and I would like the record straight on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. A little knowledge, Mr. Matusow, is a dangerous 
thing. 

Mr. Matusow. I understand that, sir; and that is why I am here 
today. 

The Cuairman. Just a second. Ask your questions, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. SourwineE. I am only laying a preface to the question. If you 
object to any statement I make, you have a perfect right to raise your 
objections. 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir; I will. 

Mr. Sourwine. This document indicates on its face the answers to 
the following questions. Under “Employment” : 

June to September 1948, employed by Jefferson School, 575 Sixth Avenue, 


New York City. Salesman in bookshop both in city and summer camp. Summer 
season ended. 
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I will now ask you, were you from June to September 1948 employe «| 
by the Jetferson School Bookshop, 575 Sixth Avenue, New York City ? 

Mr. Marvusow. The rest of the answer dealing with the summer 
camp and the shop in the city 

The CuatrmMan. Wait a minute now, not the answer to the rest of 
the—answer his quest ion “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; I can’t answer any question in relation to 
that form. I was not employed in the Jefferson School Bookshop 
during that period, during the full length of that period, only part 
of it. 

Mr. Sourwine. I deliberately asked the question that way, Mr. 
Chairman. I want to show that the witness’ recollection for these 
matters is quite sharp. 

You were employed by the Jefferson School Bookshop during that 
period: is that nght? 

Mr. Marvsow. Part of that pe riod. 

Mr. Sourwine. And part of that time you were employed as a 
salesman in the Jefferson School Bookshop in the city ? 

Mr. Marvsow. In the city, yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. And part of that time you were in the summer camp 
bookshop. Wasthat Camp Unity ? 

Mr. Marusow. No,sir: it was not. 

Mr. Sourwine. What camp was that ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe it was called Sherwood. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was that camp under the control of the Jefferson 
Schoo] Bookshop ? 

Mr. Marvsow. No; not under the control of the bookshop. 

Mr. Sourwirne. Under what control was the camp ? 

Mr. Marusow. The camp management. The school leased the camp, 
or part of it. I don’t know what the arrangement was between the 
school 

Mr. Sourwine. Under what control was the camp ? 

Mr. Marusow. The people who owned it, I presume. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know who owned it ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I forget their names. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Was that a Communist camp ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t know it as such; no. 

Mr. Sovurwine. The Jefferson School Bookshop leased the book- 
shop ? 

Mr. Marusow. Had a bookshop. 

Mr. Sourwine. So that if you worked in that bookshop you worked 
for the Jefferson School, didn’t you? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, I did—no, I worked for the Jefferson School 
Bookshop, which was a part of the Jefferson School. They are 
autonomous. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Would you say—— 

Mr. Marvusow. I was approved by the Jefferson School for work 
there. but I didn’t work for the school. 

Mr. Socurwine. Would you say that the answer is substantially cor- 
rect as I read it and as applied to you? 

Mr. Marvusow. The answer in that document that you are reading ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marvsow. That from June to September 1948 I worked at the 
Jefferson School Bookshop and the summer camp, et cetera ? 
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Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Marvusow. Substantially correct. 
Mr. Sourwine. Now, this document contains this statement next 
below the one I mentioned: 
September 1948-March 1949 employed by People’s Songs, Inc., 126 West 21st 
Street. Salesman during and after Wallace campaign. Organization folded 
As applied to you, and following your own employment during that 
period, is that a substanti: ally correct statement ? 
Mr. Marusow. Substantially. 
Mr. Sourwine. In the next statement on here Is this: 
Mareh 1949-May 1949, Communist Party of New York County organiza 
m. Switchboard operator. Reason for termination: went to work at Camp 
Unity. 
As apphed to you and your employment during that period, is that 
substantially correct, is that a substantially correct statement ? 
Mr. Marusow. It is. 
Mr. Sourwine. The next statement on here is: 
May 1949—November 1949, employed by Wholesale Book Corp., Workers’ Book- 
hop, Camp Unity. Salesman of books. Reason for termination, not sufficient 
sales for three people in shop. 
As applied to you and your employment at that time, is that a sub 
stantially correct statement 4 
Mr. Marvsow What was the starting date on that ? 
Mr. Sourwine. May 1949. 
Mr. Marvsow. May through November 1949, yes, substantially 
correct. 
Mr. Sourwtne. The next statement on here is: 
May 1950-July 1950, Ronair Conditioning Corp., New York City. Salesman 
Reason for termination, left New York for New Mexico. 
As applied to you and your employment at that time, is that a sub- 
stantially correct statement ? 
Mr. Matusow. It is. sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. The next statement on here is: 
February 1949 to 1951. Checker Yellow Cab Corp., Albuquerque, N. Mex., cab 
lriver. Reason for termination, active military service. 
Mr. Marusow. Right. 
Mr. Sourwrne. As applied to you and your employment at that 
time, that isa reasonably accurate statement ? 
Mr. Marvsow. It is. 
Mr. Sourwtne. Now, at another place on this form there is a space 
| | 
for remarks, and in that there appears the heading “Additions to 
Paragraphs 55 and 32.” 
Paragraph 32 had this instruction: 
List all organizations, societies, clubs and associations past or present, together 
with addresses in which you have held membership 
and there appears typed in that square: 
For list, see remarks. 
Then, under remarks, we find this: 
Communist Party of the United States, 1947-51. 


Did you belong to the Communist Party of the United States 
1947-51? 
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Mr. Marusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwtne (reading) : 

American Youth for Democracy, 1946-48. 

Did you belong to American Youth for Democracy ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwtne (reading) : 

Labor Youth League, 1949-51, charter member. 

Were you a charter member of the Labor Youth League ? 

Mr. Marusow. I was. 

Mr. SourwIneE (reading) : 

Young Progressives of America, 1948-51, charter member. 

Were you a charter member of the Young Progressives of America? 

Mr. Marvusow. I was. 

Mr. Sourwtne (reading) : 

Camp Unity, worked there in summer of 1949 as manager of bookshop for 
Wholesale Book Corp. 

Is that a true statement with regard to you ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is. 

Mr. SourwIne (reading) : 

Workers Book Shop 1949 while at Camp Unity, and after summer for 2 months. 

Is that a true statement as referred to you ? 

Mr. Marusow. Substantially so. 

Mr. SourWINE (reading) : 

Jefferson School and Jefferson Bookshop, 1948-49 at their summer camp in 
summer of 1948 and at the school in 1949 doing odd jobs. 

Is that a true statement with regard— 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. SourwIne (reading) : 


Freedom Theater, 1949. Was organized from group that was at Camp Unity. 


Was that a true statement with regard to your own affiliation and 
association ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. SourwIne (reading) : 


et a a 


Civil Rights Congress, 1947-51. 

Were you a member of the Civil Rights Congress ? 
Mr. Matusow. I partook in its activities. 

Mr. SourwIne (reading) : 
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American Labor Party, 1946-51. 












Was that a true statement with regard to your activity ? 
Mr. Marusow. I was aregistered ALP voter. 
Mr. Sourwinz (reading) : 
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Progressive Party of America, 1948-5 
Was that a true statement of your activities ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes; ALP and Progressive Party were the same. 
Mr. Sourwine (reading) : 

Youth for the Reelection of Ben Davis, 1949. 

Were you a member of that organization ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, I was active there. 
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Mr. SourwIne (reading) : 
People’s Songs, 1947-48, when organization folded. 


Is that true? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. SourwineE. You were a member of People’s Songs? 

Mr. Matusow. I was. 

Mr. SourWINE (reading) : 

People’s Artists, 1949-51. 

Were you a member of that ? 

Mr. Matusow. I only took part in their activities. 

Mr. SourwIne (reading) : 

United Office and Professional Workers of America, Local 16, 1946-51. 

Were you a member of that organization ? 

Mr. Matusow. I was. 

Mr. SourWINE (reading) : 

American Newspaper Guild, New York local, 1950-51. 

Were you a member of that organization ? 

Mr. Matusow. I was. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is all that appears on here. 

[t will be noted there are fewer than 20 such organizations. 

Now, to make the record clear, I should also call attention to the 
fact that these additions under “Remarks” were indicated as applicable 
also to paragraph 55, and paragraph 55 requested 
Are there any unfavorable incidents in your life not mentioned above which you 
believe may reflect upon your loyalty to the United States Government, or upon 
your ability to perform the duties which you will be called upon to undertake? 
It so, describe— 
and in that space appears : 


See remarks, same as in paragraph 32, with exception of American Newspaper 
Guild. 

I would like to show you this again, Mr. Matusow, and have you look 
at it, and ask you if you did give those answers—if that is the form 
that you filled out to sign. 

Mr. Matusow. This was a second form I filled out. I have filled 
out one prior to the date of March 7, 1951, and I filled out one sub- 
sequent to this date. 

Mr. Sourwine. At Brooks Air Force Base? 

Mr. Marvusow. One at Brooks Air Force Base that I can recall, and 
one at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. I believe maybe 2 at 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, and the list of closer to 46 organ- 
izations is in one of the forms; and I believe a check of Air Force 
records through my units will produce such a list. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are swearing to this under oath ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe a list similar to that will be produced, and 
I will endeavor to check my own files, and see if I have one of the 
lists which 

Mr. Sourwine. I am asking you, first, and you have not answered 
that question, Is this the personal history form that you filled out and 
signed at Brooks Air Force Base? 

_ Mr. Matusow. This is a personal history form that I filled out and 
signed, not the, but a. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Are you not testifying that you filled out and signed 
another personal history form at Brooks Air Force Base ? 

Mr. Matusow. I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you deliver that to a responsible official ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. And, so far as you know, it went into your recor 
and for the time was your record until you filled out this form? 

Mr. Marvsow. I filled out another one. My recollection now is that 
it was either prior to or subsequent to the filling out of this. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, we need to know which came first. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I don’t remember. The Air Force has the 
record and will have to furnish that, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the occasion ? 

Mr. Matusow. The procedure in the Air Force for filling out these 
forms was, being assigned to a new unit—whenever—— 

Mr. Sourwine. You had just been assigned to Brooks Air Force 
Base. 

Mr. Matusow. But I was in two units at Brooks Air Force Base. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you look at this form and determine from the 
unit which time this form was, the first one or the second one? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, because I was assigned first as transit when 
filled out one form in the 224th Personal Processing Squadron and 
then I was assigned permanent cadre or complement of that squadron, 
so it would be impossible, because on both occasions I was assigned to 
the same squadron, but in a different capacity. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you return that form now ? 

Before we leave the subject of this form, I just want to ask how 
did it happen that you filled out another form before or after this one? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe it was after, but it might have been before : 
but I believe I was asked to. 

I don’t recall now in reading that. On that “Remark” page, did I 
say that “TI believe all these to be the following list, the complete list, 
but I believe there might be other organizations,” and so forth? 

Mr. Sourwine. No, that does not appear on this. 

Mr. Matusow. It is on one of the forms, then. I believe then this 
was the first, it probably is the first form. 

T had a discussion with the provost marshal at one time, or an officer 
in Intelligence down there, and he said, “Well, take a little more time 
and think it out and put down the other organizations,” something like 
that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, Mr. Matusow, you have testified that this is 
the form that you filled out. You testified that, to the best of your 
recollection, this was the first form; that you subsequently filled out 
one that had much nearer to 46 names on it : is that true? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, I subsequently filled out more than one of 
those. 

Mr. Sourwinr. At Brooks Air Force Base? 

Mr. Marvsow. And—well, in service in the Air Force. 

Mr. Sourwine. We are talking about 

Mr. Marvsow. I recall filling out another one at Brooks Air Force 
Base that had closer to 46 organizations on it. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, what I want to ask you is this. It has been 
apparent from your answers that there were, according to what you 
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iid today, no untruths on this form. You have today sworn to the 

“uracy of everything that is on this form. 

Mr. Marusow. To the best of my recollection, it is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. Right. 

Now, do you want us to believe that you filled out another form 
und de liber: itely put on it false information ? 

Mr. Marusow. I filled out another form and enlarged that list. 

Mr. SourwiIne. You stated- 

Mr. Marvusow. I would have to see the other form, sir, to tell you 
vhether the information was false or true. 

Mr. Sourwrine. I didn’t ask you that. 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, you did in a backhanded way. 

Mr. Sourwrnr. I ask you again what you w: anted this committee 

oe and I think it is important what you want this committee 
o believe, and that is why I ask the question from time to time. Do 
you want this committee to believe that, as your book stated, you 
actually filled out a form on which you deliberately put down infor- 
mation that was false, just to be cute? 

Mr. Matusow. I want the committee to believe that there was a 
form with closer to 46 organizations on it, some of which I did not 
belong to, as I state here and in my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. 

The CyHatrrMan. We will recess now until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 

2 p. m., of the same day.) 

I, Benjamin H. Firshein, the official reporter, do hereby certify 
that there was a quorum of at least two Senators present at all times 
during the interrogation of the witness at the foregoing committee 
session held during the morning of Tuesday, February 22, 1955. 

BensAMIn H. FirsHer. 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(Present: Senators Eastland (chairman of the subcommittee) 
Johnston of South Carolina, Hennings, McClellan, Daniel, Jenner, 
and Watkins. ) 

The CuHarrman. The meeting will come to order. 

Proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman. I think a statement should be made 
for the record with regard to the delay. 

\s the Chair knows, Mr. Cameron is, according to his attorney, un- 
able to appear before the committee tomorrow because of the illness of 
his wife, who is in a hospital in Boston, and the committee asked Mr. 

Faulkner to determine if Mr. Kahn could come in for his executive 

session tomorrow morning, since Mr. Matusow has to go to New York 
to go before the grand jury to appear in Judge Dimoc k’s court. 

Mr. Faulkner has been in contact with Mr. Kahn and states that Mr. 
Kahn will be here tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock for an executive 
session. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed with the questioning. 
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TESTIMONY OF HARVEY M. MATUSOW, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
ATTORNEY, STANLEY FAULKNER—Resumed 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, this morning there was a questio 
about Camp Sherwood; do you remember having testified about Cam) 
Sherwood before this committee in our series on the Institute of Pacifi 
Relations ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe it came up during that. 

Mr. Sourwine. To refresh your recollection, I will state at page 325 
= 26 of the IPR hearings, it appeared that you testified concerning 

Camp Sherwood as the Jefferson School Camp. Does that refresh 
your memory ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I believe, in substance, I stated that. I presume that 
is a correct quote of the record. 

Mr. Sourwine. Wasthat true? Was Camp Sherwood the Jefferson 
School camp? 

Mr. Matusow. In that the school endorsed it for that summer, yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. In that regard, your testimony before us on that 
prior occasion was true; is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You also testified on that prior occasion, did you 
not, that Camp Sherwood, the Jefferson School camp, was Com 
munist Party dominated ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I testified to that effect. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that testimony true? 

Mr. Matusow. That the school was Communist Party dominated, or 
the camp? 

Mr. Sourwine. That the camp was Communist Party dominated. 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; that wasn’t true. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it true that the school was Communist Party 
dominated ? 

Mr. Matusow. I had no direct knowledge of the Communist Party 
domination. I knew there were Communists at the school, but to what 
extent the party controlled it, I didn’t know. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I didn’t ask you what you knew. I asked you if 
your testimony that the school was Communist dominated was true! 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I answered the question. The question 
was not true, and I gave the reason why. The answer was no. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, so we will save a lot of time, if you 
will try to answer questions w hich call for a yes or no with a yes or 
no, then give whatever explanation you may wish, if there is an 
explanation or a qualification 

Mr. Matusow. I believe that was the procedure I just followed. 

Mr. Sourwine. The record will speak on that. 

Mr. Matusow, in court on February 11 you were handed certain 
documents 

Mr. Matusow. What year, sir? 

Mr. Sourwineg. February 11 of this year—in Judge Dimock’s court, 
you were handed certain documents which were given to Mr. Sacher 
by Mrs. Kaufman. You stated that you had asked someone to get 
those for you from your apartment. Do you recall that ? 

Mr. Matusow. I think you would have to spell out the documents. 
There were a number of documents that I obtained for the court dur- 
ing recess, and I don’t know which one you are referring to. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Well, I am asking about the particular documents 

hich were handed to you in court which had been given to Mr. 
Sacher by Mrs. Kaufman and concerning which you stated you had 
isked someone to get ae from your apartment. Do you recall that ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Sir, I don’t know what documents. I don’t know 
what documents they were. 

Mr. Sourwine. Don’t apologize for not knowing. We can identify 
them from another source. I was just trying to find out what your 
recollection was. 

Here is another loose end. Did you know that Mary Kaufman had 
vorked in Communist Party headquarters during the first trial of 
he Communist Party leaders? 

Mr. Matusow. No. I had no knowledge of that. 

Mr. Sourwrngz. When you say you had no knowledge of that, you 
peak of what time ? 

Mr. Matusow. As of any time. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do not know now ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever make an affidavit or a signed statement 
respecting your charge that there were 126 Communists, or any othe T 
partic ular number of Communists on the staff of the New York Times? 

Mr. Matusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you give that affidavit or that signed statement 
to the west coast corr espondent of the New York Times? 

Mr. Marusow. I gave it to a correspondent of the New York Times, 
yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was he the west coast correspondent of the New 
York Times? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know what his title was. I know his name. 

Mr. Sourwine. It was Mr. Gladwyn Hill? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it an affidavit or a written statement ? 

Mr. Matusow. It wassworn to. 

Mr. Sourwtne. In that affidavit or statement—I will call it an affi- 
davit since you say it was sworn to—did you say that you did not know 
there were 126 Communists on the New York Times? 

Mr. Matusow. I said I did not know the names of more than 4 or 
5 Communists on the New York Times. 

Mr. Sourwirne. Wait a minute. You are volunteering information 
there. Are you being accurate about it, or are you just guessing? 

Mr. Matusow. I think if the affidavit were put before me- 

Mr. Sourwine. Of course, if the affidavit were before you, you could 
tell what was in it, but you are volunteering information you weren’t 
asked about, and I am trying to find out whether you are volunteer- 
ing accurate information or sticking stuff in that is not accurate. 

Mr. Marusow. My only recollection of the affidavit is that I knew 


the names of 4 or 5 Communists on the New York Times, or there- 
abouts. 


, Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, the affidavit refers to six, 
doesn’t it? 


Mr. Matusow. Well, then, six. 


Mr. Sourwine. W ell, then, you volunteered information that you 
were not sure about, didn’t you? 


Mr. Matusow. If that is the way you put it, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. That is the fact, not the way I put it. It is the fact. 

Mr. Marvsow. If it is a fact, then I don’t think it is necessary to 
ask me about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, I want to caution you—— 

The CHarrmMan. Answer his questions, Mr. Matusow. 

Mr. Marvsow. I am not familiar with the counsel’s terminology 
there. He asked me about an affidavit. I am trying to be cooperativ: 
with the committee. I told him what I believed I remembered about 
that affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, the record will state on that, but just 
to summarize, you volunteered information. You didn’t say it was 
to the best of your knowledge and belief. You volunteered it as fact. 
It was something you hadn't been asked about. I was attempting to 
find out if in so volunteering information you were confining yourself 
to accurate statements. I think it has been established you were not. 

I would like to admonish you, please, although you may find it nec- 
essary for your own purposes to make inaccurate statements in re 
sponse to questions, please, when you are asked a question and you 
volunteer information not called for by the committee, try to confine 
yourself, if you can, to accurate information. 

Did you say in that affidavit, Mr. Matusow, that you knew about 
Communists on the staff of the New York Times because you had at 
tended a meeting of the Newspaper Guild ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall what I stated in the affidavit, othe: 
than what I have already told the committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that affidavit all of your own phrasing? 

Mr. Matusow. I drafted the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you dictate it or write it ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe Mr. Hill took it down in dictation. 

Mr. Sourwine. On the typewriter ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall if it was typewritten or in longhand 
or shorthand. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it subsequently reduced to typing ? 

Mr. Matusow. It was. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have it notarized ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you recall who notarized it ? 

Mr. Matusow. A notary at the Hollywood-Roosevelt Hotel. 

Mr. Sourwine. Had you known or seen that notary before? 

Mr. Marusow. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you havea copy of that affidavit ? 

Mr. Marusow. No; I do not. 


Mr. Sourwine. I send you forward what purports to be a copy of 


that affidavit, and I will ask you if, to the best of your present know] 
edge and recollection, it is a copy of that affidavit. 

(The witness read the document and also conferred with his 
attorney. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your answer ? 

Mr. Marusow. It isa true copy of the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You want to say that it is a true copy so far as you 
can determine, in accordance with your memory; is that correct ? 
Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. You had no other copy to compare it with? 
Mr. Matusow. No. 


i 
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\ir. SOURWINE. So, true copy means it 1s absolutely the same; you 
re not sure about that, are you / 
Mr. Marusow. Fairly certain. 
Mr. Fautkner. Mr. Chairman, could we have that light lowered ? 
[t isshining right at us. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. Fauixner. It is just blinding me. 
The Cuatrrman. Yes. Lower the light. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I offer this for the record, the affi 
lavit that has been identified by the witness. 
The CuatrMan. It will be admitted as an exhibit. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that it be merely an 
exhibit ; may this go into the record ¢ 
The CuatrrmMan. That will be done. 
(The affidavit referred to was numbered Exhibit No. 7 and appears 
elow:) 


EXHIBIT No. 7 


I, Harvey Matusow, hereby voluntarily make the following statement : 

1. On Friday, September 25, 1953, being then a temporary resident of Reno, 
Nev., I, on my own initiative, telephoned the office of The New York Times 

New York City. I stated to an editor of the Times that I wished to falk with 

representative of the Times about clarification and rectification of certain 
public statements I had made concerning the New York Times. Arrangements 
for such a discussion were made. 

2. In pursuance of these arrangements, I met with Gladwin Hill, staff cor- 
respondent of the New York Times, on Saturday, September 26, 1953, in the 
Hollywood-Roosevelt Hotel in Los Angeles. The remainder of this affidavit is 
a summation of what I stated to Mr. Hill voluntarily and under no duress what- 
soever and under no threat of penalty or reward for so doing. 

3. The public statements by me which were the subject of discussion were 
statements to the effect that, as a former member of the Communist Party and 
an undercover observer within the Communist Party for the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation-—which activities took place between the fall of 1946 and Feb- 
ruary, 1951—it was my belief and understanding that there were some 120 
Communist Party members among the employees of the New York Times. I 
made this statement in testimony at a hearing of the subcommittee of the United 
States Senate Committee on Internal Security at Salt Lake City, Utah, on October 
8, 1952. I made the statement also at numerous times in speeches during the 
latter half of 1952 at political meetings, generally under Republican Party aus- 
pices, in connection with the national political campaign, at various places in 
the States of Washington, Nevada, Utah, Montana, Idaho, Wisconsin, and Ohio. 
In most if not all cases, the statement was accompanied by the qualification that 
[ did not believe the New York Times to be a pro-Communist newspaper, nor its 
editorial content to be pro-Communist, but that I was simply citing it, among 
other publications and information media and the United States Government 
itself, as an example of the dangers of Communist infiltration. 

1. While these statements were intended to serve a constructive purpose in 
the cause of anticommunism, extended reflection has convinced me that their 
generalized nature was such as to cause incorrect inferences and reflect unfairly 
on the Times, and thereby defeat their purpose. Therefore I wish to explain 
the basis of these statements. 

5. The statements are susceptible to the inference that I personally knew of 
120 or more specific individuals employed by the New York Times who are mem- 
bers of the Communist Party. This is not correct. I am able at this time to 
name no more than six employees of the Times at the time of my activities in 
the Communist Party whom I knew as members of it. At least one of these has 
left the Times’ employ since then. I am willing to give the Times the names of 
these individuals. 

6. The figure of approximately 120 which I mentioned in my testimony and 
my speeches was essentially an unverified estimate based on impressions I re- 
ceived as a member of the New York Section of the American Newspaper Guild 
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Mr. SouRWINE. 
Mr. Marvsow. 

ask me about it. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, I want to caution you—— 


The CHarrman. Answer his questions, Mr. Matusow. 


That is the fact, not the way I put it. 
If it is a fact, 


It is the fact 
then I don’t think it is necessary to 


Mr. Marvsow. I am not familiar with the counsel’s terminology 
there. He asked me about an affidavit. I am trying to be cooperativ: 


with the committee. 
that affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, the record will state on that, but just 
to summarize, you volunteered information. You didn’t say it was 
to the best of your knowledge and belief. You volunteered it as fact. 
It was something you hadn’t been asked about. I was attempting to 
find out if in so volunteering information you were confining yourself 
to accurate statements. I think it has been established you were not. 

I would like to admonish you, please, although you may find it ne 
essary for your own purposes to make inaccurate statements in re 
sponse to questions, please, when you are asked a question and you 
volunteer information not called for by the committee, try to confi! 


I told him what I believed I remembered about 





yourself, if you can, to accurate information. 


Did you say in that affidavit, 
Communists on the staff of the N 


Mr. Matusow, that you knew about 
Yew York Times because you had at- 


tended a meeting of the Newspaper Guild ? 


Mr. 


Marusow. 


I don’t recall what I stated in the affidavit, other 


than what I have already told the committee. 


Mr. 


SOURWINE. 


Was that affidavit all of your own phrasing? 


Mr. Marusow. I drafted the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you dictate it or write it? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe Mr. Hill took it down in dictation. 

Mr. Sourwine. On the typewriter ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall if it was typewritten or in longhand 
or shorthand. 


Mr. Sourwine. Was it subsequently reduced to typing ? 

Mr. Marusow. It was. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you have it notarized ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you recall who notarized it ? 

Mr. Marusow. A notary at the Hollywood-Roosevelt Hotel. 
Mr. Sourwine. Had you known or seen that notary before ? 
Mr. Marusow. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have a copy of that affidavit ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No: Ido not. 

Mr. Sourwine. I send you forward what purports to be a copy o 


that affidavit, and I will ask you if, to the best of your present ek 
edge and recollection, it is a copy of that affidavit. 


(The witness read the document and also conferred with his 
attorney. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your answer ? 

Mr. Marusow. It isa true copy of the affidavit. 

Mr. SourwIneE. 


can determine, 


Mr. 


Matusow. 


You want to say that it is a true copy so far 
in accordance with your memory; 


Yes. 


as you 
is that correct ’ 


Mr. Sourwine. You had no other copy to compare it with ? 


Mr. Matusow. 


No. 
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Mr. SoURWINE. So, true copy means it is absolutely the same; you 

e not sure about that, are you ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Fairly certain. 

Mr. FautKkner. Mr. Chairman, could we have that light lowered ? 
[t is shining right at us. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Fautkner. It is just blinding me. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. Lower the light. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Mr. Chairman, I offer this for the record, the affi 
avit that has been identified by the witness. 

The CuarrMAN. It will be admitted as an exhibit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that it be merely an 
xhibit ; may this go into the record ? 

The CuarrmMan. That will be done. 

(The affidavit referred to was numbered Exhibit No. 7 and appears 
elow:) 


EXHIBIT No. 7 


I, Harvey Matusow, hereby voluntarily make the following statement : 

1. On Friday, September 25, 1953, being then a temporary resident of Reno, 
Ney., I, on my own initiative, telephoned the office of The New York Times 

New York City. I stated to an editor of the Times that I wished to talk with 

representative of the Times about clarification and rectification of certain 

iblic statements I had made concerning the New York Times. Arrangements 
for such a discussion were made. 

2. In pursuance of these arrangements, I met with Gladwin Hill, staff cor- 
respondent of the New York Times, on Saturday, September 26, 1953, in the 
Hollywood-Roosevelt Hotel in Los Angeles. The remainder of this affidavit is 
a summation of what I stated to Mr. Hill voluntarily and under no duress what- 
soever and under no threat of penalty or reward for so doing. 

3. The public statements by me which were the subject of discussion were 
statements to the effect that, as a former member of the Communist Party and 

n undercover observer within the Communist Party for the Federal Bureau 

Investigation—which activities took place between the fall of 1946 and Feb- 
ruary, 1951—it was my belief and understanding that there were some 120 
Communist Party members among the employees of the New York Times. I 

ade this statement in testimony at a hearing of the subcommittee of the United 
States Senate Committee on Internal Security at Salt Lake City, Utah, on October 
8, 1952. I made the statement also at numerous times in speeches during the 

itter half of 1952 at political meetings, generally under Republican Party aus- 
pices, in connection with the national political campaign, at various places in 
he States of Washington, Nevada, Utah, Montana, Idaho, Wisconsin, and Ohio. 
In most if not all cases, the statement was accompanied by the qualification that 
I did not believe the New York Times to be a pro-Communist newspaper, nor its 
editorial content to be pro-Communist, but that I was simply citing it, among 

ther publications and information media and the United States Government 
itself, as an example of the dangers of Communist infiltration. 

1. While these statements were intended to serve a constructive purpose in 
he cause of anticommunism, extended reflection has convinced me that their 
generalized nature was such as to cause incorrect inferences and reflect unfairly 
on the Times, and thereby defeat their purpose. Therefore I wish to explain 
the basis of these statements. 

5. The statements are susceptible to the inference that I personally knew of 
120 or more specific individuals employed by the New York Times who are mem- 
bers of the Communist Party. This is not correct. I am able at this time to 
name no more than six employees of the Times at the time of my activities in 
the Communist Party whom I knew as members of it. At least one of these has 
left the Times’ employ since then. I am willing to give the Times the names of 
these individuals. 

6. The figure of approximately 120 which I mentioned in my testimony and 
my speeches was essentially an unverified estimate based on impressions I re- 
ceived as a member of the New York Section of the American Newspaper Guild 
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and as a member of the New York Press Section, or “fraction,” of the Co: 

munist Party, the structure and membership of which paralleled and coincid 

with that of the guild to some extent. 

7. The estimate was based principally on the circumstance that, I was i: 

formed, in guild elections the Times unit would supply as many as~600 votes 
for a slate of officers espoused by the Communist Party and known among men 

bers asa “Communist slate.” It was calculated in the party that in such an ele 

tion, 1 ardent or card-carrying party member normally could swing 10 votes 
This I interpreted to indicate a nucleus of 60 hard-core party members i) 
the Times unit. 

8. IL was informed that there also was a Communist Party unit among Tim« 
typographical employees, who are outside the Newspaper Guild, and anoth« 
among the “white-collar” office employees. I also was under the impressi: 
that there were a number of party members among the large number of outsid 
people who periodically reviewed books for the Times. 

9. Altogether I estimated that this second category of nonguild personne 
might account for another 60 Communist Party members. In reexamining my 
original statements, it seems to me that it was inaccurate to take the book 
reviewing group into consideration in any statement about Times employees 
since in general they are not members of the Times staff. 

10. Another element that went into my numerical estimate was impressions | 
received of Communist membership among Times employees during party di 
cussions of unit quotas in connection with dues payments, fund drives, etc. 

11. I cannot recall the exact sources, as to individuals, times, places, and 
specific statements, of my information on the details covered in paragraphs 6-10 

12. I realize that, from a judicial standpoint, the basis of my estimate of 120 
or more Communist Party members among the personnel of the New York Times 
would classify as hearsay, unsusceptible to legal investigation or proof. Since 
however, despite my constructive intentions, it appears that the statements are 
susceptible to the interpretation that they implied specific, detailed information, 
l am making this clarification. 

Signed, Harvey Matusow ; witness, Gladwin Hill. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of September, 1953, W 
Sheldon, notary public of the county of Los Angeles, Calif. 


Mr. Sourwinr. Were you given $300 in exchange for that affidavit / 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. SourwIneE. Were you given $300 at or about the time you gave 
that affidavit ? 

Mr. Marusow. I was given money by the New York Times to trave! 
from Reno, Nev., to Los Angeles. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, I asked you about $300, a sum of 
money. I didn’t ask you what it was for. , 

Mr. Marvusow. I will answer it, if I may clarify it after the answer. 

The Cuatrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Marvusow. The answer is “yes.” The New York Times fur- 
nished me expense money because their correspondent could not come 
to Reno where I was. 

Mr. Sovrwine. When were you promised the money ? 

Mr. Marusow. It was sent to me in Reno, Nev., before I left. 

Mr. Sourwine. Why didn’t you answer the question ? 

Mr. Marusow. In September 1953, as I recall. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Before or after you had given the affidavit? 

Mr. Matusow. Prior to the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you promised a specific sum of money ? 

Mr. Marusow. Expense money, whatever that was to come, to, and 
[ was to return the balance, if there was any, to the New York Times. 

Mr. Sourwine. You had that definite understanding ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, I did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What were your actual traveling expenses to and 
from Los Angeles? 
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Mr. Marvsow. I do not recall. The hotel bill and food and trans- 
ortation might have amounted to close to $200 for the period of time 
nvolved. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, now, we are a little bit off from an answer to 

it question. I asked you what were your traveling expenses to and 
from Los Angeles. 

Mr. Matusow. I do not recall, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You made the trip from Reno, didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know what the round-trip fare is from 
Reno to Los Angeles? 

Mr. Marvsow. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did you go? By air or by rail? 

Mr. Marvsow. United Airlines. 

Mr. Sourwrner. Then your traveling expenses were the price of a 
round-trip ticket by United Airlines as of that date from Reno to 
Los Angeles; is that correct? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You had, in addition, other expenses? Hotel? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What hotel did you stay at in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Marusow. Hollywood-Roosevelt. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long were you there? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall. Three or four days. 

Mr. Sourwrne. It took you 3 or 4 days to write this affidavit and 
get it notarized ? 

Mr. Marusow. About 3 days. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you with Mr. Gladwyn Hill on each of these 
5 days? 

Mr. Matusow. I think it was 3 days. 

Mr. Sourwine. You saw him separately on each of the 3 days? 

Mr. Matusow. I recall that as a fact. 

Mr. Sourwine. During the time you were in the hotel did you pay 
ash for your meals or did you sign your checks ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. My money was stolen when I arrived 

the hotel, shortly afterward, so I don*t recall what went on. 

Mr. Sourwrnz. When you left the hotel, did you pay your bill by 
ash or by check? 

Mr. Matusow. By check. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You had other cash besides what was stolen then? 

Mr. Matusow. Somebody loaned me some money at the time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Who loaned it to you? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall who. I called a friend in New York. 

don’t recall his name. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Have you paid him back the money? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What do you estimate the total amount of your 
hotel bill was for those 3 days? 

Mr. Matusow. I have no estimate now. I have to go back and 
e specific. I haven’t the slightest idea what it was now. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you occupy a large room ? 

Mr. Matusow. I occupied a room. 

Mr, Sourwing. Did you occupy a suite of more than one room? 

Mr. Matusow. One room, as I recall it. 
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Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know what the highest priced room at th 
hotel] is? 
Mr. Matusow. I do not. M 
Mr. Sourwtne. Did your room cost you as muc h as $15 a day? 
Mr. Marvsow. I haven't any recollec tion, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. At least, your room couldn’t have cost ‘you mor 
than three times the highest rate of that hotel for a single room; could il 
It ¢ 
Mr. Matrvsow. No, sir. 0 
Mr. Sourwtne. Let’s assume that it didn’t cost you over $25 a day. 
Is that a fair assumption ? 
Mr. Marvsow. If that is the highest price, it is a fair assumptio 
Mr. Sourwtnr. There are few hotels that charge more than $25 
day for one room ? f 
Mr. Marusow. Idon’t know. There might be. 
Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever pay more than $25 a day for a hotel 
room ¢ 
Mr. Marvsow. Come to think of it, I did, but it was more than on 
room. 
Mr. Sourwtnr. Yes, it was more than one room. 


(Sen: res Eastland left the hearing room. ) } 
Mr. Sourwitne. What did your food cost you in Los Angeles during 

those 3 days? ' 
Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall. I would say no more than $10 a day. | 
Mr. Sourwine. Then the tetal expenses were the round- ad ticket : 


from Reno to Los Angeles, plus not more than $25 a day for 3 days, 
plus not more than $10 a day for 3 days; in other words, not more thai 
$105, plus the price of a round- -trip ticket from Reno to Los Angeles 
That eum out substantially under $200. 

Were there other expenses you felt you had a right to charge against 
the New York Times? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sovrwine. How much money did you return to the New York 
Times? 

Mr. Marvusow. None. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Why not? 

Mr. Marvsow. The money T had was stolen while I was in Los 
Angeles, and I didn’t return it. 

Mr. Sourwtnr. The New York Times didn’t have anything to do 
with the money being stolen; did they ? 

Mr. Marusow. I know it. 

Mr. Sourwtne. It was your money that was stolen. 

Mr. Matusow. They knew it was stolen, and they accepted the fact 
that the money was stolen, and therefore didn’t press the issue. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You mean, somebody from the New York Times 
told you not to return the balance of the expense money that had been 
advanced to you? 

Mr. Marvsow. The question didn’t come up after the theft of the 
money. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You never returned the money? 4 

Mr. Matusow. I said that. | 3 

Mr. Sourwinr. You never talked to anybody at the New York Times ; 
about it having been stolen ? ' 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall having talked to anybody about it. 


oni 
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Mr. Sourwine. How did they know it was stolen ? 

Mr. Matusow. It was published in the papers, and Gladwyn Hill 
vas informed. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did he know ? 

Mr. Marusow. I informed him. 

Mr. Sourwine. I thought you testified a few seconds ago you hadn't 

formed him ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I said I hadn’t informed him about the question 
of the $300. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you did inform him about the theft / 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who paid you the $300? 

Mr. Marusow. It arrived via Western Union money order to me 
from the New York Times, sent to me in Reno, Nev. 

Mr. Sourw1nr. From the New York Times, in New York? 

Mr. Marusow. Right. 

Mr. SourWINnE. So you had the $300 before you left Reno? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, didn’t it strike you as peculiar that the New 
York Times sent you $300 when their only agreement was to send you 
your expenses from Reno to Los Angeles and back ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe in the telegram accompanying the money 
they stated—and I had previously stated—that they wanted the 
balance of the money that was not used as expense returned to them, 
and I had agreed to doso. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did they state that in the telegram ? 

Mr. Matusow. They did. 

Mr. Sovrwine. And inspite of which, and after accepting the money 
under those conditions as laid down in the telegram, you failed and 

‘efused to return the money; is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. Thatisr ight, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do youstill have the telegram ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you sign a receipt for the money when you got 
t from Western Union? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you in that affidavit, Mr. Matusow, state that 
your ac tivities as an undercover observer took place between the fall 
of 1946 and December 1951 ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t believe so, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. If I read you such a statement from this affidavit 

a you have stated was substantially correct, would that make any 

ference in your last answer ? 

Mr. Matusow. It might. depending on how it is worded. 

Mr. Sourwine. I read from paragraph 3 

Che publie statements by me which were the ttle of discussions were state- 
ments to the effect that as a former member of the Communist Party and an 
undercover observer within the Communist Party for the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, which activities took place between the fall of 1946 and February 
1951, it was my belief and understanding that there were some 120 Communist 
Party members among the employees of the New York Times. 

Mr. Marusow. There is nothing in that, to me, that reads that I 
was an informer for the FBI from 1946 to 1951. 

Mr. Sourwine. I wonder if you realize how carefully that was 
worded. 
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Mr. Marusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you intend by that affidavit to give the impres 
sion that you had been an undercover observer for the Communist 
Party and the FBI during that period ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You intended only to say that your total sery 
as a former member of the Communist Party and an undercover o| 
server covered that period ? 

Mr. Marusow. Right. 

Mr. Sourwine. You weren’t kidding anybody. You weren’t trying 
to fool anybody ? 

Mr. Marusow. I think it was a matter of public record at the tim 
‘The New York Times had access to those records. 

Mr. Sourwine. Had you at that time given the New York Times 
any statement on this subject ? 

Mr. Marusow. Their representatives have covered hearings, ope1 
hearings, in which I testified, and had access to the information in 
their own files. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You stated a little earlier that you had said in this 
affidavit that you knew of 4 or 5 employees of the Times who were 
Communists, and it is now established that the number mentioned in 
the affidavit is 6; is that right ? 

Mr. Marusow. Right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it true, as you swore to in this affidavit, t! 
you knew of six employees of the Times at the time of your activities 
in the Communist Party whom you knew as members of the Com 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; I knew six. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who were those six ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall who they are at this point. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you recall any of them ? 

Mr. Marusow. One was named Fisher. I forget his first name. 
That is the only one I seem to recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you give the New York Times the names of 
those six at the time you gave ee the affidavit? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t know. I don’t remember if I did or did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you asked for them ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall. I think Mr. Hill did ask me for 
them, and I don’t know whether I gave it to them or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. This is a matter of some importance, a matter about 
which you have testified in one w ay and then gave an affidavit differ- 
ently. Do you want the committee to understand that your present 
testimony, that you can remember only one name, among those six 
persons—— 

Mr. Matusow. At this time I can only remember one name; that is 
correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you are testifying that you did at that time 
know of six employees of the New York Times: that is , employees at 
the time of your activities in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Whom you knew to be members of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t believe that is quite correct, sir. I believe 
the answer is that at one time I knew of six members of the Communist 
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Party who worked at the New York Times, but whether at the time 

f that affidavit or shortly prior to that, I knew of those six names, 
| don’t remember at this time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have any doubt whether you knew of those 
;ix names at the time you made the affidavit ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall if I knew or could remember at that 
tyme the six names. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, you said in the affidavit : 


[am able at this time to name—— 


Mr. Marusow. Then I was probably able to, but I haven’t given 
much thought to that affidavit since I gave it. 
Mr. Sourwtne. All I am asking you is whether you now state it was 
‘s true when you swore to the affidavit. 
Mr. Matusow. If I swore to it, I was able. 
Mr. Sourwine. Let me finish the question. The fact that you swore 
to anything doesn’t prove anything. 
Mr. Matusow. Certain things are proved to me. 
S Mr. Sourwine. I am asking you whether at the time you executed 
e this affidavit, it was then true, as you then swore, that you were then 
able to name six employees of the New York Times who had been 
employees at the time of your activities in the Communist Party, whom 
you knew as members of the Communist Party ? 
Mr. Matusow. If the affidavit is worded that way, my recollection 
‘ is that I did and was able to, not that I gave them the names, but I was 
able to give them the names, if necessary. 
Mr. Sourwine. You cannot give us now any names of those six 
except the name Fisher ? 
Mr. Matusow. That is right. 
Mr. Sourwine. Are you sure about the name Fisher ? 
Mr. Marusow. Quite confident of that. 
Mr. Sourwine. Can you tell us anything about the man Fisher? 
Mr. Marusow. He worked at the Times. That is all I knew. He 
f attended guild meetings. 
Mr. Sourwine. How did you know him to be a Communist ? 
Mr. Marusow. I carried out a Communist assignment with him 
once. 
. Mr. Sourwine. What was the assignment ? 
Mr. Marusow. It had something to do with a picket line—I forget 
where. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, did you ever make any accusations 
against a man named Lamb? 
Mr. Matusow. Public accusations, yes. 
Mr. Sourwine. What is the full name of the man named Lamb, 
concerning whom you made public accusations? 
Mr. Matusow. I believe it is Ted or Theodore, but in accusations 
or otherwise he has been identified as Ted Lamb. 
| Mr. Sourwine. Can you identify him any further so we know whom 
we are talking about ? R 
Mr. Matusow. From Toledo, Ohio. 
| Mr. Sourwine. Is that where he lives now? 
Mr. Matusow. That was my impression. I never met the man. 


Mr. COURWINE. Does this man have anything to do with the radio 
, station ? F 
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Mr. Marusow. I believe he has a radio or television station. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where? 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection is that he has a radio station in 
Erie, Pa. 

Mr. Sourwine. That particular Mr. Lamb is the one concerning 
whom you made accusations ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Public accusations, yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. What public accusations did you make against him’ 

Mr. Marvusow. Oh, in speeches. I believe a speech in North Canton, 
Ohio, before a group called the Keep America Free Council. 

Mr. Sourwine. And of what did you accuse Mr. Lamb on tl 
occasion ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Of being a Communist-fronter. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you accuse him of anything else ? 

Mr. Marusow. Oh, I don’t recall offhand. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever accuse him of anything on any othe 
occasion ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. In conversations with people, the same type of ac: 
sations, that he was a Communist-fronter. 

Mr. Sourwine. Any other accusations against him? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall any. 

Mr. Socrwrne. Did you ever accuse him of being a Communist? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t think I actually said he was a Communist. 

Mr. Sourwine. At any time? 

Mr. Marvsow. I might have, but I wouldn’t put anything past me in 
that period. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you aware—— 

Mr. Marvusow. I am serious about that, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you aware that calling a man a Communist 
fronter may or may not be libelous, but that courts have held calling a 
man a Communist is libel unless you can prove it ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, but I was aware of that fact at the time. 

Mr. Sourwtne. At what time? 

Mr. Marusow. At the time I made the charges against Mr. Lamb 1 
public statements. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What charges? The charge he was a Communist 
or the charge he was a Communist-fronter ? 

Mr. Marusow. I recall calling him a Communist-fronter, but I don’t 
recall calling him a Communist, but I could have. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever recant that charge? 

Mr. Matusow. I have done it publicly in Judge Dimock’s court last 
week, and I do it again now. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever recant that charge anywhere else 
except in Judge Dimock’s court and here? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. I went to see Mr. Lamb’s attorney, Russell 
Morton Brown, sometime last spring and offered to do anything | 
could to help Mr. Lamb in defense of the false accusations that had 
been made against him before the Federal Communications Com- 
mission. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ask Mr. Brown for money? 

Mr. Matusow. To pay my hotel bill in Washington, D. C. I stayed 
at the George Washington Hotel, to be exact. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he give you any money? 
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Mr. Marusow. He paid my hotel bill and he paid for my transpor- 
1 from New York to here and back. 
Mr. Sourwine. My question was: Did he give you any money / 
\[r. Matusow. I believe he only paid the hotel bill. He didn’t hand 
the money. 

\ir. Sourwrne. ‘Then the answer is “No.” 

\ir. Marusow. My recollection is, “No.” 

Mr. Sot RWINE. l am trying to get you to an swer these questions 

es” or “no,” and then explain, and then you won't do it. 

Mr. Matusow. Sir, if he handed me the mone y and I paid the hotel 

| in his presence, I don’t recall. I consider his paying my hotel bili 

olviIng Me money in that sense, yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you mean to imply he didn’t trust you? He 

her paid the bill himself or made you pay it in his presence ef 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall. My recollection is that he made the 
ayment of the bill at the hotel. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he go down with you to pay it ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. He paid it at the hotel, yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. He went down with you to pay it ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t know whether he went down with me, or 
ent down and met me there. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You said your recollection was he paid it. I am 

ing to find out what your recollect lon 1s. 

Mr. Marusow. | don’t recall whether he met me at the hotel or we 
eft his office together, or from some other place, and went to the 
otel, and paid the bill. 

Mr. Sourwine. You and he were together at the hotel and he paid 
t ¥ 

Mr. Marusow. That is my fecollection. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he also reimburse you for money you spent for 
0c £ 

Mr. Marusow. I believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he also reimburse you for your transportation ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. He had made arrangements for my transportation 
to be paid prior to my arrival in Washington. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he take your word for how much you had spent 
for food ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believeso. It wasn’t that large. 

Mr. Sourwine. And aside from that, that is, those items of trans 
portation, hotel bill and food, did he give you any money ¢ 
of Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask him for any ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Did Lask him for any # 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. I asked him if he knew of anybody who would sub- 
T dize me during the writing of my book. 

Mr. Sourwine. I just cannot get a yes or no answer from you. 

Mr. Marusow. You don’t ask me yes or no questions. 

Mr. Sourw1ng. Do you remember what you testified to before, that 
you were an expert witness and you want to refuse to give a yes or 
ad o answer to a question. You remember you testified to that? 

Mr. Matusow. I remember your reading it and my saying yes, I 
wrote it. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. I ask you this question, and it is certainly susc« 
Lible of a yes or no answer. 

Aside from the matter of your transportation, your hotel bill a 
your food, did you ask Mr. Brown for any money ? 

Mr. Matusow. Did I ask him personally for any money? No, 1 
to my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ask Mr. Brown to get you any money? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes,sir. Now,I willexplain. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, fine. 

Mr. Marusow. You said I could explain after a yes or no answe! 
May I dosonow? 

Mr. Sourwtne. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Marusow. Thank you. 

Mr. Brown was one of many people I talked to about trying to get 
a publisher or a subsidy for the book that I had now written, or was 
then in the process of writing, and I asked Mr. Brown if he knew of 
anybody who was interested in the matter contained in the book, but 
there were no stipulations or strings to my being in Washington to 
offer my services to Mr. Lamb. After Mr. Brown said he knew of 
nobody, and he did not think he could help me in that matter, I con 
tinued to give him and furnish information to him relating to Mr. 
Lamb, and to this date I have not received any money from Mr. 
Brown, and continue to and will continue to do anything I can to 
help Mr. Lamb, who was unjustly accused. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever testify for Mr. Lamb before the Fed 
eral Communications Commission, or an examiner of that Commis 
sion ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever testify in any case involving Mr. 
Lamb? 

Mr. Marusow. Not tomy knowledge, no. 

Mr. Sourwine. What information did you give Mr. Brown about 
Mr. Lamb? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I told him that when I was with the og 
Un-American Activities Commission, there were certain people i 
Ohio whom I considered crackpots, who were in contact jadieantiets 
with ‘the Ohio Un-American Activities Commission, who wanted to 
see Mr. Lamb identified as a Communist before the Ohio commission, 
and that while I was there, the Ohio commission was unable to obtain 
any information about Mr. Lamb in relation to Communist Party 
activities, and I also told Mr. Brown, or got the information to him 
that a former- 

Mr. Sourwrne. Which was it? We are talking about what you 
told him. 

Mr. Matusow. I told him, and then also got this information to 
him a few days later. It was part of our discussion, though, a carry 
over of it—that a former employee of Mr. Lamb’s at this television 
station who, after being fired for incompetence, had been spreading 
vicious rumors and lies about Mr. Lamb in a form of spite, because he 
had lost his job with the television station in Erie, Pa. 


Mr. Sourwine. Did you name that employee? 
Mr. Maru sow. I did. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Who was that employee ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall the name now. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Now, are you stating that you gave this informa- 
tion to Mr. Brown after he had indicated to you that there would be 

» money forthcoming through him to assist in the financing of your 
hook ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I am stating that affirmatively. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever talk to Mr. Brown about testifying 
nany other matter ? 

Mr. Marusow. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever talk to him about giving him informa- 
tion bearing on any other matter ? 

Mr. Matusow. Not to my recollection—pardon me. I might have 
possibly talked to him about furnishing him with any information 
pertaining to any attacks—no, I think it all related to Mr. Lamb. 
There again we get back to that. I don’t recall any, unless, it was in 
relation to the Democratic Party, as I stated this morning. Certain 
material that was used, McCarthy attacks, in the Me( ‘arthyism ap- 
proach toward the Democratic Party, anything I had would be made 
ivailable to him. I realized his law partner was former Attorney 
General McGrath, and might have taken an interest in the matter. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you have any reason to believe that the 
former Attorney General McGrath would welcome information from 
you! 

Mr. Matusow. I had reason to believe as a Democrat, a former 
leader of the Democratic Party and a former Democratic Senator, he 
would have welcomed any information which might be relevant to 
unjust attacks on the Democratic Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. You don’t know Mr. McGrath very well, do you? 

Mr. Marusow. Never met him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell Mr. Brown, “Remember now, I am 
not to be trusted. Don’t trust me.” 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. He didn’t, did he? 

Mr. Matusow. Apparently not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you intended to testify here that you went 
down to Washington at the request of Mr. Brown, attorney for Ted 
Lamb? 

Mr. Marusow. At the request of an intermediary 

Mr. Sourwine. Who was that intermediary ? 

Mr. Matusow. Carey McWilliams, the editor of the Nation maga- 
zine. 

: Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. McWilliams approach you about this mat- 
ter, or did you approach him ? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. McWilliams approached me. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What did he tell you? 

Mr. Matusow. He told me that Mr. Brown was the attorney for 
Mr. Lamb and was interested to find out if I had any information 
which might be relevant to the case. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he say Mr. Brown had asked him to get in 
touch with you? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who is Carey McWilliams ? 

Mr. Matusow. The editor of the Nation magazine. 
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Mr, Sourwine. Is hea Communist? 

Mr: Marvsow. I don’t know him as such. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever called him a Communist ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I might have. I believe I have called him a Co: 
munist-fronter. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know anything about Mr. Carey MeWil 
ams’ Communist connections, if any ? 

Mr. Marusow. Hearsay, but I have heard of them. 

Mr. Sourwine. What do you know about Mr. Carey McWilliams’ 
Communist connections ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I have heard him called a Communist or Communist 
fronter on a number of occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is not the question. 

Mr. Matusow. That is all I know about him. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is all you know. 

Mr. Matusow. And he is editor of the Nation magazine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You said you had heard of his Communist conne 
tions. 

Mr. Matusow. In that somebody accused him as a Communist. 

Mr. Sourwrne. The fact that he is editor of the Nation magazine 
that is not a Communist connection, is it ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think it is. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you heard of anything, do you know of any 
thing that was a Communist connection ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe in 1952 in the campaign at least in ore 
speech, now that I remember it, I got up and said, that this fellow 
Carey McWilliams has 46—that is my favorite figure, I guess—46 
Communist front organizations to his credit. That was it. He at- 
tacked Senator McCarthy, I believe. It was in my Wisconsin speech 
in Madison or Green Bay. TI said he had 45 or 46 Communist fronts 
to his credit, and therefore must be a Communist. He attacks M 
Carthy. 

Mr. Sourwinr. How did Mr. McWilliams get in touch with you 
about seeing Mr. Brown? 

Mr. Marvsow. I got in touch with him first about the book. 

Mr. Sourwrnz. What had you gone to see him about ? 

Mr. Marusow. I had read an article in the Nation magazine on i! 
formers, and I went there. I introduced myself and said, “I think if 
is a fine article, but it doesn’t go far enough. Informers, like I have 
been, are a lot more bastardly than this article has them set out to be.” 

He said, “Well, what are you doing about it?” 

I said, “I am writing a book.” 

He said, “Well, some day I might be interested in using some of th 
material if it bears out what you say it is going to be.” 

Mr. Sourwrne. When was this? 

Mr. Marvusow. Back in late March, I guess. 

Mr. Sourwine. Of what year? 

Mr. Matusow. 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Go ahead. 

Mr. Matusow. It might have been April. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Go ahead. 

Mr. Marvsow. And I told him that I was trying to undo some of 
the harm I had done in unjustly attacking people or accusing people. 
I wasn’t going to sit as judge and jury on people, whether they are or 
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re not various things politically, because that was their business, 
ind was none of mine. 

The next day, or two days later I called him up again. I told him 
[ woul l call him back. I wanted to find out if he knew anybody who 

as interested in my book in the way of a publisher, and he said that 
this fellow Brown called him and wanted to know if I knew anything 

bout the Lamb case. I said, “Well, I was in Ohio, and I probably 
ould help him. At least I will try to, because that is what I am trying 
to do to a lot of people. I will help them when I believe they have 
been hurt unjustly.’ 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Matusow, according to Mr. McWilliams, then 
; it your statement that he heard from Mr. Brown between the time 
that you visited him first and the time that you called him up on the 
telephone ? 

Mr. Matusow. It might have been another visit to his office. I saw 
Mr. McWilliams a dozen times during that period in relation to get- 
ting somebody to publish the book. He is in the publishing field. I 
don’t recall on what visit the Brown subject came up. It might have 
been my third or fourth visit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you tell Mr. McWilliams to tell Mr. Brown 
that you would come down to Washington if he would pay your 
expenses ? 

Mr. Matusow. And only the expenses. I wanted nothing else. 

Mr. Sourwine. You didn’t volunteer to come down at your own 
expense, did you? 

Mr. Marusow. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. SourwIne. You had other business in Washington at that 
time, didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall. Whenever I came to Washington I 
did manage to see other people, but the primary reason was to see 
Mr. Brown. 

Mr. Sourwine. You state now that you had no appointment in 
Washington on or about that time? 

Mr. Matusow. My recollection is only with Mr. Brown. I might 
have made an appointment when I got here, other than that. I had 
an appointment with Mr. Joseph A. Rafferty, I believe; prior to com- 
ng to Washington I told Mr. Rafferty when in town again I would 
callhim. He said, “Let me know when you are coming.” 

Mr. Rafferty’s and Mr. Brown’s offices are both in the Southern 
Building, and I felt it was a good time to see Mr. Rafferty. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was Mr. Rafferty paying your expenses of a trip 
to Washington ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, he wasn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have an appointment with anybody else? 

Mr. Marusow. Not that I recall did I have a prearranged appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. Sourwine. What did you see Mr. Rafferty about ? 

Mr. Matusow. That had something to do with my past marriage, 
and I think it is a personal matter dealing with my marriage, and I 
don’t think it is of interest to the committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. You testified that you met with Mr. Brown on a 
ae and met with him again on a Sunday evening that week; 

hat right ? 




































































































































































































































































152 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 






Mr. Marvusow. My recollection is that. 

Mr. Sovurwinr. Wasn't that the same Sunday evening you saw 
sishop Oxnam ? 

Mr. Marvsow. It very possibly could have been. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have as a matter of fact testified that it was 
within a day or so of your visit to Oxnam when you first saw Brown! 

Mr. Marvsow. My recollection was that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were very positive that it was on a Friday ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Close to positive. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you were very positive that you saw Bishop 
Oxnam ona Sunday ? 

Mr. Marusow. That I am positive of. 

Mr. SourwrNe. There was only one Friday within a day or so of 
the Sunday that followed that partic ‘ular F riday ? 2 

Mr. Marusow. Then it is there on the record. 

Mr. Sourwine. I should like to know why you had to go back and 
see Mr. Brown on a Sunday evening after you had seen him on Friday ? 

Mr. Marusow. We had an appointment for Saturday, which he 
didn’t keep, and I was curious to know if he wanted me to sit around 
Washington, or if we had concluded our business. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was anyone else present ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. There was another member of Mr. Brown’s law 
firm present at the office meeting. I don’t recall his name, and his 
secretary was also there, as I recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never did see Mr. Brown alone, did you? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall if I—in the hotel lobby it wasn’t alone. 
So I don’t believe I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. So there would be at least two witnesses to every 
thing that happened between you and Mr. Brown, wouldn't there be? 

Mr. Marvsow. Apparently so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yousaw Mr. McWilliams alone, though, didn’t you? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, have you given affidavits respecting 
the willful falsity of certain testimony previously given by you? 

Mr. Marvusow. I gave one to Time magazine. 

Mr. Sourwine. If we are going to start that way, you gave one to 
the New York Times, you just testified about. 

Mr. Matusow. I thought you wanted to take off from there, the 
next one. 

Mr. Sourwine. Go ahead. 

Mr. Matusow. Time magazine, 1 in the case of United States 
v. Clinton E’. Jencks, 1 in the case of the United States, in the Com- 
munist Party case. 

Mr. Sourwine. Confining those to the latter affidavits, the two that 
were filed in court, were those affidavits prepared by you? 

Mr. Marvsow. They were drafted by me and at my request the 
attorneys involved in the case put them in proper legal form, which 
I went over and corrected and made sure it was my language. 

Mr. Sourwine. The word “drafted” is a technical term. Do you 
mean to use it in the technical sense ? 

Mr. Matusow. I mean it in the technical sense. As any writer 


means a draft, I wrote it. My language. But then put in proper 
legal form for the courts. 
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Mr. Sourwine. It was then put in somebody else’s language, wasn’t 
it ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Not really, just certain paragraphs, such as the open- 
ing and closing paragraphs. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did you write the affidavits? Longhand or 
on the typewriter / 

Mr. Marusow. Wrote one on the typewriter and the other I wrote 
sitting in Mr. Kahn’s living room. 

Mr. Sourwine. Longhand / 

Mr. Marvsow. I wrote it and it was typed up from that in my 
presence, 

Mr. SourwIne. You wrote it out in longhand / 

Mr. Marvusow. It was written out in longhand. 

Mr. Sourwinre. I[ said, did you write it out in longhand ? 

Mr. Matusow. I didn’t do the writing, I dictated it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You dictated it to somebody who wrote it out in 
longhand ? 

Mr. Marusow. Or shorthand. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Who was that ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Mrs. Kaufman, one of the defendant’s attorneys. 

Mr. Sourwine. That accounts for the fact that the original draft 
of that affidavit is in her handwriting? 

Mr. Matusow. I have never seen the original draft since that day, 
but apparently that is so. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is the original draft we are talking about? 

Mr. Marvsow. Apparently so. 

Mr. Sourwine. The fact that you dictated it to her accounts for 
the fact that it was in her handwriting ? 

Mr. Matusow. Apparently so. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You didn’t know it until I pointed it out to you? 

Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t give any thought to it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Which affidavit was that ? 

Mr. Marusow. That was the second affidavit chronologically, the 
Flynn case affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. The other affidavit was typed, you say ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. By you? 

Mr. Marusow. No; by a secretary in my apartment, whom I dic- 
tated it to. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who is that? 

Mr. Marusow. The same one who worked on my book. I never 
did know her last name. Her first name was Ellie. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you employ her? 

Mr. Marusow. No. Mr. Kahn employed her. She was employed 
by Mr. Kahn. I paid her her salary. 

Mr. Sourwine. The affidavit that was written down at your dicta 
tion by Mary Kaufman, how many pages was that affidavit, do you 
remember ? 

Mr. Marusow. The final affidavit, I believe, is 6 or 7 pages. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you read it over after she had written it down 
in longhand ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Every word. 

Mr. Sourwine. Before it was typed ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. And after it had been typed, did you read it agai 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And it was in your exact words ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I believe there was a page in that affidavit 
that had a word or so off in it, and I seratched it out and made then 
type it over again. It might have happened in two pages. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it typed out then and there in the same word 
she set down in longhand ? 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection was yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who typed it at th at time ? 

Mr. Marusow. Mr. Robert Lewis, his wife. The other attorney’ 
wife. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is that Robert Zavell Lewis? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know whether the Z is in there. 

He notarized the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. His wife typed it up ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. What happened to that typed copy ? 

Mr. Marusow. I signed it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You signed it? 

Mr. Matusow. The following day. 

Mr. Sourwine. Wait a minute. Then what happened to it? 

Mr. Marvusow. I presume it was given to the court. 

Mr. Sovurwinr. You signed it and had it notarized 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you testifying that you dictated to Mary Kauf 
man an affidavit which at your dictation she put down in longhand, 
that that affidavit was typed out then and there in the same words and 
form as she put it down? 

Mr. Matusow. I said I made certain corrections that were retyped. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me finish the question. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwinr. That that affiidavit was then and there typed out 
in the same words and form as had been written down by her in long 
hand at your dictation, that you then read it over and made some sug 
gestions or some changes, that those changes were made, and vou then 
signed it, and it was notarized and presented to the court ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t then sign it. I signed it the following day, 
couldn’t get it notarized on Sunday. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You signed that same affidavit that was then typed / 

Mr. Matusow. A copy. It was done with 4 or 5 copies. I signed 
the original. 

Mr. Sourwtne. That is all we are talking about. That is the same 
one that was then and there typed out. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then at what time was it put in proper form by 
Mrs. Kaufman? 

Mr. Marvsow. She is an attorney. Mrs. Kaufman is an attorney, 
I believe. She put it in proper form while writing it out. 

Mr. Sourwine. You didn’t dictate it ? 

Mr. Matusow. When you and I talk about form, we are talking ap 
parently about two different things. 


Mr. Sourwrine. We are talking about whether you dictated an 
affidavit. 
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Mr. Matusow. I dictated an affidavit. I am talking about an open- 
¢ and closing paragraph to an affidavit, the substance and contents 

of the affidavit dealing with the material facts contained there being 
tated by me. 

Mr. Sourwine. I don’t want to argue with you, sir. All I want to 
lo is get your testimony clearly on the record. 

Mr. Marusow. I think it is clear in the last statement. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you dictate part of the affidavit? That is all 
| want you tosay. I want to know if you are now asserting that you 

tated all except the opening and closing phrases of the affidavit 

iich you subsequently signed after it had been reduced to typed 
ri. 

Mr. Marusow. I wrote and dictated the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. All the material ? 

Mr. Marvusow. All the material facts contained in the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. There is a great deal of difference between dictuting 
ill the material facts and dictating the affidavit. 

Mr. Matusow. I think we are fighting over the question of termi- 
nology. As a lawyer, I don’t understand certain terminology that 

yu do, sir. 

Mr. SourwineE. Do you know what dictated means? 

Mr. Matusow. We are discussing something else. Yes, I dictated 
the affidavit, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Dictation means that you say certain words and the 
person to whom you are dictating takes them down; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. In dictating this affidavit you would say certain 
words and Mrs. Kaufman would take them down; is that right? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then you would say certain more words and she 
would take them down until you had finished; is that correct 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. During that process was she rephrasing your words 
in her own language ? 

Mr. Marusow. She was not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then we are agreed you are not testifying that you 
did dictate that affidavit and we both understand what you mean. 

Mr. Matusow. That is what I started out by saying. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You say you have had no formal legal training? 

Mr. Matusow. No formal legal training. 

Mr. Sourwinz. We will have those affidavits in the record in just 
a moment. 

[ want to get back to the other affidavit. Was that other affidavit 
also dictated by you except for the opening and closing paragraphs in 
the form in which you finally signed it ? 

Mr. Marusow. The affidavit was dictated by me; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. 

I show you, with a letter of transmittal from the deputy clerk of 
the court for the Western District of Texas, the United States District 
Court, what purports to be an exemplified copy of your affidavit in the 
case of United States v. Clinton Jencks, and I will ask you if that is 
the affidavit you made in that case. 

(Witness examines document and consults with his attorney.) 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir, this is the copy of the affidavit. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Now, I send what purports to be a photostatic copy 
of the affidavit you gave in the case of United States v. Elizabeth 
Gurley Flynn et al., and ask you if that is in fact a photostat of the 
affidavit you made. 

( Witness examines document and consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Matusow. All] but the signature, which is not mine. This is not 
a photostat of the original, but a copy of the affidavit. 

Mr. SourwineE. The text of the affidavit in that photostat is the same 
as the text of the affidavit you filed ? 

Mr. Marusow. Not taking the time of the committee to read it, I will 
say yes, unless it is proven that this was changed in any way, but I 
presume It Is. 

Mr. Sourwine. Very good. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer these as exhibits in this hearing. 

Senator JoHNsTon (presiding). They shall be a part of the record. 

(The documents referred to were numbered “Exhibits 8 and 9-A, 
9-B” and appear below :) 

ExHIbIT No. 8 
C 136-7 


UNITED STATES District CoURT, SOUTHERN DistRIcT oF NEw YORK 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


v. 





ELIZABETH GURLEY FLYNN, ET AL, Defendants 






STATE OF NEW YORK, 
County of New York, ss: 

Harvey M. Matusow, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I make this affidavit in support of the motion by the defendants for a new 
trial and to do what I can to remedy the harm I have done to the defendants 
in the case of United States of America vy. Elizabeth Gurley Flynn et al. 

2. I appeared as a witness for the Government against the defendants in the 
course of the trial in the above-entitled case in this Court in July, 1952, on an 
indictment charging the defendants with conspiring to violate the teaching and 
advocacy and organizing sections of the Smith Act. 

3. The testimony I gave in the course of the trial appears in the typewritten 
transcript of the record at page 6565 and thereafter. 

4. The matters I testified to were either false or not entirely true and were 
known to me to be either false or not entirely true, at the time I so testified, in 
that: 

A. On July 22, 1952, I testified that defendant Perry addressed a meeting held 
in a restaurant on University Place in the City of New York in December, 1948. 
I further testified that: 

“Mr. Perry spoke about the question of building socialism. He said that the 
building of socialism went hand-in-hand with the setting up and establishing 
of a Negro nation in the black belt of the United States, and the freeing of the 
Negro people and the Negro liberation movement, that the South in the United 
States—there were some States such as Mississippi where the Negro people 
constituted a majority, and that a Negro nation would have to be set up, would 
be set up in the black belt. He referred to the book, Marxism and the National 
Question, and the basic principles for definition of what is a nation, and he stated 
that the Negro people in the United States constitute a nation, and that this 
nation could not be set up unless socialism were to come to power in the United 
States and that the bourgeoisie would not sit back and let it come to power 
peacefully, and therefore the working class led by the Communist Party would 
have to forcibly overthrow this bourgeoisie to set up the Negro nation while 
establishing socialism” (Tr. 6628-29). 

The foregoing testimony was true only in so far as it states the fact that 
Defendant Perry addressed the meeting I described on the date indicated, but 
I gave false testimony when I testified that defendant Perry said that the building 
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* socialism went hand in hand with the establishment of a Negro nation in 

the Black Belt of the United States and that this nation could not be set up 
inless socialism were to come to power in the United States, that the bourgeoisie 

ild not sit back and let it come to power peacefully and therefore the working 
lass, led by the Communist Party, would have to forcefully overthrow the bour- 
geoisie in order to set up the Negro nation while establishing socialism. 

At no time did I, either at this meeting or elsewhere, hear defendant Perry 
make the foregoing statement or refer to the overthrow of the United States 
Government by force and violence or by any other means. 

B. | further testified on July 22, 1952, that in the fall of 1949 defendant 
frachtenberg had a conversation with me at the Workers’ Book Shop, where I 
was employed, concerning a book entitled “Law of the Soviet State”, by Andre 
Vishinski (Tr. 6645-6646). I further testified that defendant Trachtenberg said 
that 

* * the concepts created here by Mr. Vishinski on a new form of socialist 
aw were diametrically opposed to the English law, and that the Party should be 
familiar with this new concept of Socialist law, and that if the book were pub- 
lished at a lower price than $15, it would be very useful in the Party apparatus 
and educational set-up” (Tr. 6646). 

I also testified that— 

“Mr. Trachtenberg said that the book contained the first comprehensive report 
of the Soviet concept of law and the Marxist Leninist concept of law. 

“He went on further to say that in talking about the book, the law of the Soviet 
State, that the question of capitalism and socialism here, or the creating of a 
socialist society and eliminating class antagonisms, how that was to be accom- 
plished through the establishment of socialism, how the diametrically opposed 
classes could be eliminated—were found in that book” (Tr. 6653). 

My testimony regarding defendant Trachtenberg’s remarks about the book, 
Law of the Soviet State, was true in respect to the fact that defendant Trachten- 
berg casually mentioned the book as one of many which were being sold in the 
Jefferson School Book Shop. The extent of his remarks was solely that of in- 
quiry in relation to the sales of the book in the same general conversation in 
which the sales of other books in the Book Shop was discussed. 

In all other respects, my testimony concerning this conversation with defendant 
Trachtenberg is false. At no time in the course of the conversation did defendant 
Trachtenberg make the statements that I attributed to him in the foregoing 
quoted portions of the testimony. At no-time did defendant Trachtenberg refer 
to the book in relation to the concept of revolution or overthrow of the Govern- 
ment. At no time during the many occasions that I met with and talked with 
defendant Trachenberg did he indicate that he advocated the overthrow of the 
United States Government by force or violence or any other means. 

The question of my testimony concerning the book “The Law of the Soviet 
States”, by Andrei Vishinsky, was first raised by Roy Cohn, Assistant United 
States Attorney, who worked with me in preparing my testimony. The conversa- 
tion in which the subject was first discussed with Cohn took place in a car driven 
by a Special Agent of the FBI. United States Attorneys David Marks, Roy 
Cohn and J. J. McCarthy, a Special Agent of the FBI, and two other individ- 
uals were seated in the car at the time. Mr. Cohn mentioned the book by 
Vishinsky. Cohn said that because of a section of the book it would be important 
to connect the book with the defendants. He said that the United States At- 
torney had attempted to introduce this book in the Dennis case, but was unable 
to lay the necessary foundation. He then asked me if I had ever discussed the 
book with any of the defendants. I told him that I had discussed it with Trach- 
tenberg. Cohn asked me for the substance of that conversation, and I informed 
him that Trachtenberg had inquired about the sales of the book in a conversation 
in which he made similar inquiry concerning the sales of other books carried in 
the book shop. 

A subsequent conversation concerning the book occurred in Roy Cohn’s office. 
He showed me the book entitled “The Law of the Soviet States”, and asked me 
whether this was the book which Trachtenberg had discussed with me. He then 
asked me for further details concerning this conversation with Trachtenberg, and 
I informed him that Trachtenberg had discussed the price of the book. Cohn 
stated that this would not be sufficient to lay the necessary foundation for its in- 
troduction in evidence. Cohn pointed to a passage in the book and told me that 
that passage was important in proving the Government’s case. He then asked me 
if I had discussed anything with Trachtenberg which would tie him with this 
passage, and I said, “No” I had not. Nevertheless, thereafter, in several sessions 
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with Cohn, we developed the answer which I gave in my testimony, tying Trach 
tenberg to that passage. We both knew that Trachtenberg had never made tf} 
statements which I attributed to him in my testimony. 

C. I testified that in December 1948, I attended a meeting at the Hank Forbes 
Auditorium of the Communist Party Headquarters at 35 East 18th Street, Ney 
York City, at which Arnold Johnson spoke (Tr. 6626-27), and I testified t] 
defendant Johnson said: 

“* * * that it was important for the Communist Youth Movement to build a 
new Marxist-Leninist Youth Group that would or could leave the white co 
jobs and get out into basic industry in the tradition of the Young Commu: 
League. He said that the New York organization, the Youth Organization of 
the Communist Party needed building. We had a trained cadre, and we had t 
train them in New York and get them out into the basic industries so that we 
could recruit young workers and get them on the side of the Communist Party 
We had to get them into the trade unions in the midwest, in basic industries, and 
we had to recruit in there, and in the event of any war with the Soviet Union we 
would then have people on our side” (Tr. 6627). 

It is true that defendant Johnson addressed the meeting at the time and place 
of the above testimony. But my testimony concerning the statements I attrib- 
uted to him to the effect that it was necessary to get them into the trade unions 
in the midwest in basic industries, and in the event of any war with the Soviet 
Union we would then have people on our side, is entirely false. 

D. I testified that about April 15, 1949, I had a conversation with defendant 
George Blake Charney at his office at 35 East 12th Street, New York City, con- 
cerning my trip to Puerto Rico (Tr. 6636). I testified that in the course of this 
conversation he said that: 

= * that I should familiarize myself with the Party, the Communist Part 
line on Puerto Rico. He pointed out—Mr. Blake said that the struggle for the 
independence of Puerto Rico was tied up directly with the struggle for socialism. 
He said that Puerto Rico was being used as a military base by the United States, 
and an independent Puerto Rico would help to destroy those bases and cripple 
the Caribbean defense. He pointed out that the only time Puerto Rico would 
get its independence was when we had conducted an effective struggle for so- 
cialism and had overthrown the bourgeoisie there. He said he had been to Puerto 
Rico before and that if Puerto Rico were independent the struggle for socialism 
there would be accomplished a lot easier” (Tr. 6637-38). 

My testimony relating to conversations with defendant Charney is true only 
so far as I did have conversations with him relating to Puerto Rico and my 
trip to Puerto Rico. But my testimony that he said that “Puerto Rico was being 
used as a military base by the United States and an independent Puerto Rico 
would help to destroy those bases and cripple the Caribbean defense ;” and that 
“He pointed out that the only time Puerto Rico would get its independence was 
when we had conducted an effective struggle for socialism and had overthrown 
the bourgeoisie there” is entirely false. 

At no time during the many conversations and meetings I had with George 
Blake Charney and other meetings at which he was present, did he state that 
he advocated the overthrow of the United States Government by force, violence 
or any other means. 

BE. On July 21, 1952, I testified concerning a course which I attended in the 
Fall of 1948 in the Institute of Marxist Studies at the Jefferson School in the 
City of New York (Tr. 6608-9). I further testified that at one course taught by 
Beatrice Siskind (Tr. 6609) she said: 

“* * * that American exceptionalism was a theory started in the 1920’s when 
the Communist Party was under the leadership of Lovestone. She stated that 
American exceptionalism said that the United States would not suffer economi 
crises in the event of world economic crisis, that we were exempt or we just 
couldn’t have one here if labor worked with the bourgeoisie or the capitalists 
or the management, as the case may be. She pointed out and said that American 
exceptionalism was also carried forth under Earl Browder in 1945 and said that 
was the reason for his expulsion, and that you could not, she said, collaborate 
with the bourgeoisie or the capitalists, that labor could not. The only way to 
avoid economic crises is with the establishment of socialism, and she stated that 
socialism could not be obtained under a peaceful means, it could not be obtained 
by collaboration, that the capitalists or bourgeoisie would not give up without 
a struggle, and therefore the working class, under the leadership of the Com- 


munist Party, would have to take over by power and overthrow the bourgeoisie” 
(Tr. 6610). 
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The foregoing testimony concerning what Beatrice Siskind said is entirely 
I had no recollection at the time I testified nor do I now have any recol- 

ection as to what if anything was taught to me concerning the subject discussed 
| the foregoing testimony. The testimony was entirely fabricated to create the 
se impression with the Court and the members of the jury that the Commu 
st Party taught and advocated the overthrow the United States Government 
force and violence. Prior to the time when I took the witness stand I could 

ot have discussed or testified to the answer which was given on the stand. I 

id informed United States Attorney Roy Cohn that I was unable to recall what, 

anything, Beatrice Siskind had said in the course. During several sessions 
[ had with Cohn, he helped me formulate the answer which I memorized and 
gave in my testimony. This testimony was not based on what was actually said 

y Beatrice Siskind, but was created for the purposes of the trial. 

F. I testified that in December 1948 I attended a meeting of the Communist 
Party in Philadelphia at which Henry Winston, Organizational Secretary of the 
Communist Party, spoke (Tr. 6622-24). I further testified that I returned from 
Philadelphia together with Henry Winston and that on this return trip Winston 
said : 

“* * * that his article in the fourteenth convention issue of Political Affairs, 
vhich was September of 1948, should be read and studied more fully by the mem- 
bers of the Communist Party. He said that it was important for the young 

embers of the Communist Party in New York, members of the Yough [sic] 
lubs, to get out of New York and to get out into the midwest into basic indus 
ries, out in Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Western Pennsylvania, and up-state New 
York near Buffalo. He said that it was important to go there so that the young 

ommunists could form a nucleus of workers on the side of the Communist 
Party, to recruit and get young people into the Communist Party, so that in the 
event of any imperialistic war, as he put it, we could help the side of the Soviet 
nion, as he stated it, and slow down production, and in some places call strikes, 
nd in general see that the war production, in the event of a war, would not carry 

rward to its fullest capacity” (Tr. 6625-6). 

My testimony relating to my conversation with Henry Winston in December 
1948 was true only so far as I did have a conversation with Henry Winston, but 

testimony that Henry Winston said “* * * so that in the event of any impe 
rialistic war, as he put it, we could help the side of the Soviet Union, as he stated 
it, and slow down production, and in some places call strikes, and in general 
see that the war production, in the event of a war, would not carry forward to 
ts fullest capacity” (Tr. 6626) was false. 

G. The foregoing does not exhaust the matters concerning which I testified 
alsely at the trial of these defendants. Nor do the incidents related in para- 
craphs 4B and 4C exhaust the matters concerning which I testified falsely with 
he knowledge of the United States Attorneys. For, on other occasions in con 
nection with other portions of my testimony, the United States Attorneys par- 
ticipated in formulating statements which I attributed to the defendants and 
other persons named in my testimony which was not based on what was actually 
said, but which was created for the purposes of the trial. 

The reason I have not described in this affidavit other testimony which I gave 
which was false and other testimony which the United States Attorneys knew 
to be false is that there has been insufficient time since I first spoke to any defense 
counsel concerning this motion and the making of this affidavit to read the entire 
record of my testimony and to locate all of the matters concerning ‘vhich I tes 
tified to falsely and/or which was known to be false by the United States At- 
torneys. 

5. I make and swear to this affidavit voluntarily and of my own free will, with- 
out having been threatened, coerced, influenced, or intimidated in any way; 
without having been given any payment, reward, or any thing of value, or any 
promise thereof; and only for the purposes of now telling the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, and, as I have said, to do what I can to remedy 
the harm I have done to these defendants and to the administration of justice. 

6. I am willing to appear and testify to the truth of the above matters at any 
time. 

(S) Harvey M. Matusow. 

Sworn to before me this 31st day of January 1955. 

RosBert Z. LEwIs, 
Notary Public, State of New York. 
Commission expires March 30, 1956. 
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ExHIBit No. 9-A 


Unitep States District Court, 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS, 
El Paso, Tew., February 3, 1955. 
{merica v. Clinton E. Jencks (No. 54013, Criminal) 
Mr. BENJAMIN MANDEL, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: Enclosed is Exemplified copy of Affidavit of Harvey M. Matusow 
filed as part of Motion for a New Trial on the Ground of Newly Discovered Evi- 
dence in the above-styled case as you requested on the telephone today. 

Very truly yours, 


Re United States of 


MAXEY HArt, 
Clerk. 


By PAULINE G. SILVEUS, 


Deputy. 
ExHIBIT No. 9-B 


EXEMPLIFIED Copy OF AFFIDAVIT OF HaRVEY M. Matusow FILED AS PART OF 
MoTION FoR A NEW TRIAL ON THE GROUND OF NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE 











ExursiT No. 1 
IN THE District CouRT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT 
oF TEXAS AT EL Paso 
NO. 


54013, CRIMINAL 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA V. CLINTON E. JENCKS 


HarvEY M. Marusow, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
1. I make this affidavit in support of the motion by the defendant for a new 


trial, and to do what I can to remedy the harm I have done to Clinton Jencks and 
to the administration of justice. 

2. I appeared as a witness for the Government against the defendant in the 
course of the trial in this Court in January 1954, on an indictment charging 
Mr. Jencks with having filed a false non-Communist affidavit with the National 
Labor Relations Board on April 28, 1950. My testimony appears in the type- 
written transcript of the record from p. 579 to p. 703. 

3. The matters I testified to were either false or not entirely true, and were 
known by me to be either false or not entirely true, at the time I so testified, in 
that : 

A. I testified that in July and August 1950, I visited the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch in Northern New Mexico, and met the defendant there. While there, I 
had three conversations with him. I also testified about a lecture given by the 
defendant at the Ranch (R. 583-596). 

| testified that the first conversation took place in the presence of one Marcus. 
I testified that in the course of this conversation, I stated that I had left New 
York permanently and was thinking of living either in New Mexico or California, 
in which event I would transfer my Communist Party membership. The de- 
fendant’s comment on this, according to my testimony, was: “It is a good idea, 
we can use more active Communists out here” (R. 586). 

It is untrue that on the occasion of this conversation, the defendant said, “It is 
a good idea, we can use more active Communists out here.” The defendant 
made no such statement. 

B. I testified that in the second conversation, the defendant again expressed 
approval of my proposed transfer of my Communist Party membership; that 
we discussed ways of propagating “the Communist-sponsored Stockholm Peace 
Appeal” which the defendant was planning to lecture about at the Ranch; that 
the defendant's relations with what I called the ‘“‘Communist-led” Mexican Miners 
Union also came into this conversation and in this connection the defendant told 
me that he had_had discussions with “some of the Mexican Communist organ- 


izers” about “trying to see that their contracts, both in Mexico and the United 





1 The references are to the typewritten transcript of the testimony. 
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States, ran out at the same time so that they would be able to end all mining and 
smelting, and so forth, in basic metal production in an attempt to cut off pro- 
juction or slow it down for the Korean war effort, which he termed as an unjust 
and imperialistic war” (R. 588-589). 

My testimony relating to the defendant's alleged discussion with “Mexican 
Communist organizers” concerning a plot to cut off copper production for the 
Korean war was untrue. The defendant made no such statement. 

C. I testified that in the lecture, on August 7 or 8, 1950, the defendant, in the 
words of my testimony, “spoke about the role of the trade unions in the drive 
for peace and the Communist-sponsored Stockholm Peace Appeal” and “in favor 
of the Soviet Union’s plan for atomic and other disarmament and putting an 
end to the Korean war, being that the United States was the aggressor nation, 
we had no business being in Korea——” (R. 589-590). I testified that in the 
library of the Ranch, where the lecture was given, there were many books pub- 
lished by the Communist Party and by Communist publishing houses and there 
were also copies of a Communist theoretical magazine and a Communist news 
paper (R. 590). I testified that the defendant asked his listeners to read some 
of this material (R. 592). 

It is not true that in his lecture on August 7 or 8, the defendant requested the 
guests of the Ranch to read Communist Party literature. He did not single out 
any specific literature which was published by the Communist Party. Nor is it 
true that Jencks in his lecture said the other things which I testified he said. 

D. I testified that in the third conversation between the defendant and myself, 
I told the defendant that I had joined the Taos chapter of ANMA (a voluntary 
association concerned with the needs and problems of the Mexicans and the 
Mexican-Americans in the United States), and the defendant replied that this 
was proper Communist Party concentration work; that he also said he was active 
in ANMA in Silver City, that it was a key organization as far as Communist 
activities were concerned in New Mexico, and that the Communist Party con- 
trolled ANMA and used it as a political sounding board (R. 595). 

This testimony was untrue. Jencks actually said that ANMA membership 
was large in his union, the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers, and that as a union function he took part in ANMA activities. 

4. There was no basis for my stating that Clinton E. Jencks was a member 
of the Communist Party at the time I stated so in court. 

5. In addition, my testimony on cross-examination in the Jencks trial was 
either false or not entirely true, and was known by me to be either false or not 
entirely true at the time I so testified, in the following respects: 

A. My testimony (R. 613-623) relating to a speech given by Pettis Perry which 
referred to testimony I had given in the trial of the United States Government 
vy. Blizabeth Gurley Flynn, et al., in which Perry was one of the defendants, was 
untrue in substance. Mr. Perry did address the meeting which I attended, but 
I did not testify accurately as to what he said. At no time during his speech 
did Mr. Perry advocate the overthrow of the Government by setting up a Negro 
nation or any other way. I also did not tell the truth about this matter when 
I was cross-examined about it in the Jencks trial. 

B. When I referred during my cross-examination in the Jencks trial to an 
attack on my father in January 1952 (R. 649), I had no evidence of any connec- 
tion between the Communist Party and that attack. However, I intended to give 
that impression to the Judge and the jury when I so testified, both to create 
prejudice against Jencks and in defense of my having given false addresses in 
previous testimony and justification for the way in which I acted under cross 
examination when asked about my illegal voting registration in both New York 
and Ohio (R. 623-653). 

5. In other testimony I had given under oath prior to the time I testified 
against Jencks in this case, I had also testified falsely, or had given testimony 
which was not entirely true, about other matters. Such testimony was given 
by me in court, before Congressional committees, and before the Grand Jury 
which indicated Jencks in this case. 

At this time, and with further reference only to Clinton E. Jencks and the 
International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, I would like to add 
that I testified falsely, or did not tell the entire truth, when I appeared in Salt 
Lake City on October 8, 1952, before Senators McCarran and Watkins during 
hearings conducted by the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on Internal Security 
concerning Mine, Mill. Specifically, and without now referring to other mat- 
ters I then testified about, I also told the same untruth on that occasion about 
the conversation with Jencks relating to a plot to interfere with the Korean 
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war by calling copper strikes which I later told when I testified at the trial of 
Jencks (Hearings Before The Subcommittee to Investigate The Administration 
Of The Internal Security Act And Other Internal Security Laws Of The Commit- 
tee On The Judiciary, 82d Congress, 2d Sess.), (p. 153). Also, when I appeared 
before the Grand Jury investigating the case against Jencks I testified along simi- 
lar lines about such a conversation with Jencks, The Grand Jury handed down 
the indictment in this case on the same day after I completed my testimony. 

6. I make and swear to this affidavit voluntarily and of my own free will, 
without having been threatened, coerced, influenced, or intimidated in any way ; 
without having been given any payment, reward, or any thing of value, or any 
promise thereof; and only for the purposes of now telling the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, and as I have said, to do what I can to remedy 
the harm I have done to Clinton Jencks and to the administration of justice. 

7. Iam willing to appear and testify to the truth of the above matters at any 
time. 

(s) Harvey M. Marusow. 
Sworn to before me this 20th day of January 1955. . 

[SEAL] (s) RALPH SHAPIRO, 

Notary Public, State of New York. 

Commission expires March 30, 1956. 

Endorsed: District Court of the United States for the Western District of 
Texas at El Paso: United States of America vs. Clinton E. Jencks, Criminal No. 
54013. Affidavit of Harvey M. Matusow, January 20, 1955. Filed Jan. 28, 1955. 
Maxey Hart, Clerk, by (s) Pauline G. Silveus, Deputy. 


[Exemplification Certificate] 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT 
oF TExas, Et PAso DIVISION 


I, Maxey Hart, Clerk of the United States District Court for the Western 
District of Texas, and keeper of the records and seal thereof, hereby certify that 
the documents attached hereto are true copies of affidavit of Harvey M. Matusow, 
January 20, 1955, filed on January 28, 1955, as part of motion for a new trial on 
the ground of newly discovered evidence in cause No. 54013 Criminal, styled: 
United States of America vs. Clinton E. Jencks, on file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto sign my name and affix the seal of said Court, 
in said District, at El Paso, Texas, this 3rd day of February 1955. 

MAaAxeEY Hart, Clerk. 
By PAULINE G. SILveus, Deputy. 


I, R. E. Thomason, United States District Judge for the Western District of 
Texas, do hereby certify that Maxey Hart, whose name is above written and 
Subscribed, is and was at the date thereof, Clerk of said Court, duly appointed 
and sworn, and keeper of the records and seal thereof, and that the above certifi- 
eate by him made, and his attestation or record theof, is in due form of law. 


R. E. THOMASON, 
FEBRUARY 3RD, 1955. United States District Judge. 


I, Maxey Hart, Clerk of the United States District Court for the Western 
District of Texas, and keeper of the seal thereof, hereby certify that the Honor- 
able R. E. Thomason, whose name is within written and subscribed, was on 
the 3rd day of February 1955, and now is Judge of said court, duly appointed, 
confirmed, sworn, and qualified; and that I am well acquainted with his hand- 
writing and offivial signature and know and hereby certify the same within 
written to be his. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto sign my name, and affix the seal of said Court 
at the city of El Paso, in said State, on this 3rd day of February 1955. 


Maxey Haart, Clerk. 
[SEAL] 3y PAULINE G. Sirveus, Deputy. 
Mr. Sourwine. We will talk about certain things in these affidavits. 
But before we do that, I want to ask you a preliminary question or two. 


When did you first talk with anyone about making an affidavit in the 
Jencks case ? 
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Mr. Matusow. My recollection is the first person I talked to about 

was Mr. Kahn. That was sometime in November 1954. 

ve been early December. 

Mr. SourRwWINE. You are sure it was Mr. 

st rather than Mr. Nathan Witt ? 

Mr. Marusow. It was Mr. Kahn. as I recollect it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You talked to Mr. Witt about the affidavit after you 
talked to Mr. Kahn? 

Mr. Matusow. He was the first attorney I talked to about it, Mr. 

"itt, that is. 

Mr. Sourwine. That implies the answer to the question, but I want 


get iton the record. Did you then talk to Mr. Witt after you talked 
, Mr. Kahn ? 


Mr. Marusow. As the next person ? 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes. 

Mr. Marusow. He was. He was the next person connected with it 
[ might have mentioned it to, could be, I don’t recall. 

Mr. SourwineE. Mr. Kahn put you in touch with Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Marusow. I asked Mr. Kahn to make an appointment to see 
Mr. Witt. 

Mr. Sourwine. You knew Mr. Witt was the attorney in the case? 

Mr. Marusow. I did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did you know that? 

Mr. Marusow. He was in court when I testified, and was publicly 
dentified with the case. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr. Kahn saw your chapter on the Jencks case 
before you saw Mr. Witt; didn’t he? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. The chapter was not written. A chapter 
pertaining to the he arings in Salt Lake City on October 8 or there- 
abouts, 1952, had been written, and Mr. Kahn had seen that, but the 
chapter on the case had not been written. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Kahn see your chapter on the hearings in 

lt Lake City before or after he suggested that you make an affidavit 
n that case ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe the question of an affidavit came up in a 
period—I don’t know whether it was before or after. I just couldn’t 
say. Things were happening quite kind of fast, I was writing at a 
fairly rapid clip and had many conversations with Mr, Kahn. I 
believe the question came up first by my saying to Mr. Kahn that I was 
prepared to write, prepared to give evidence in an affidavit showing 
where I bore false testimony. 

Mr. SourwineE. You mean you just volunteered that all of a sudden 
to him? 

Mr. Marusow. When I found out that I felt I could trust Mr. Kahn. 
[ didn’t trust him when I first met him. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, haven’t you testified that Mr. 
Kahn suggested to you that you make an affidav it in this case? 

Mr. Matusow. As I s say, sir, it came up in the course of conversa- 
tion. Whether I raised it or he raised it, we had a discussion about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is not unimportant if you have testified to a fact 
that was untrue. 

Mr. Marvusow. I testified to a fact, and that is why I used the term 
to the best of my recollection, because my recollection is sometimes a 
little fuzzy in relation to who raised it. 


It might 


Kahn who talked to you 














































































































































































































































































164 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 






Mr. Sourwine. Haven’t you testified without equivocation that Mr. 
Kahn suggested to you that you make an affidavit in this case, and 
I mean the Jencks case? 
Mr. Matusow. If the record of the court states that I have testified 
to that, I have. 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you want the committee to understand that you 
do not now remember what you testified to ¢ 
Mr. Matusow. I want the committee to understand that if I said 
Mr. Kahn did suggest it, then that is what I said. If I said Mr. Kahn 
suggested it, to the best of my recollection, that is what I said. | 
don’t remember just how I phrased it in court. 
Mr. Sourwine. That is what I want to find out, what your testi 
mony is now. Do you remember now what you testified in Judge 
Dimock’s court last week ? 
Mr. Matusow. In substance; yes. 
Mr. Sourwryxe. But you do not remember specifically that Mr. Kahn 
had suggested that you make an affidavit in the Jencks case? 
Mr. Matusow. I could have said it that way, but I could have said 
it the other way. 
Mr. Sourwine. I am asking you whether you now remember spe- 
cifically that you said it. 
Mr. Marvusow. I don’t remember the specific quotes in the testi- 
mony. 
Mr. Sourwine. Where was the affidavit of January 20, notarized? 
Mr. Matusow. In Mr. Witt’s office. 
Mr. Sourwrine. And who notarized it ? 
Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall the name of the notary 
Mr. Sourwine. Was it Robert Shapiro? 
Mr. Matusow. I believe so. 
Mr. Sourwine. That name appears on the affidavit. 
Mr. Matusow. Then it was Mr. Shapiro. 
Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Robert Shapiro ? 
Mr. Matusow. I have met him on that occasion and have seen him 
just to say hello to him on 1 or 2 other occasions. 
Mr. Sourwine. Had you met him before that occasion ? 
Mr. Matusow. I believe I might have met him casually a day or 
two after that. 
Mr. Sourwine. Had you met him more than a day or two earlier? 
Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall meeting him. 
Mr. Sourwrne. Where did you meet him ? 
Mr. Matusow. Mr. Witt introduced me to him. 
Mr. Sourwine. In Mr. Witt’s office? 
Mr. Matusow. Yes. Mr. Shapiro also has an office there, yes. 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you know that Mr. Witt introduced you to Mr. 
Shapiro in his office a day or two before you signed the affidavit ? 
Mr. Marusow. He might have. I am saying that I believe I saw 
Mr. Shapiro in the hall of the office and casually said good morning 
or good afternoon, or some such thing to him, but formally I met him 
when he notarized the affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You went to Mr. Witt’s office a number of times: 
is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. Half dozen or so times. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know who Mr. Shapiro is other than that 
he is an attorney employed by the firm of Witt & Cammer? 
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Mr. Matusow. I don’t know him other than that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know he is an attorney employed by 
firm of Witt & Cammer ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe he is an attorney. 

Mr. SouRWINE. _ you believe he is employed by Witt & Cammer? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know what his association is other than the 
fact he has a desk in that suite of offices. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. Shapiro was the American Labor 
Party candidate for councilman in 1949-50? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who was with you at the time and place that that 
affidavit was notarized ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Mr. Witt, Mr. Shapiro, and Mr. Albert Kahn. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did you get there? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe in a taxi. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who went there with you? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t believe anybody did. 

Mr. Sourwine. You met Mr. Kahn and Mr. Witt there? 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection is yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And where was the affidavit, with you or with 
them ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe it was in Mr. Witt’s office at that time. 

Mr. Sourwine. How did it get there, do you know? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe I brought it there. 

Mr. Sourwine. You took it, you took the affidavit which Ellie had 
typed and carried : down to Mr. Witt’s office on a prior occasion ? 

Mr. Matusow. I said I typed a draft, sir, a draft of the material 
facts contained in the affidavit, and I asked Mr. Witt to put it on 
proper legal form, and when that was done, I told him I wanted to 
compare the two to see that the opening paragraphs, a few of them, 
which dealt with the material in the affidavit, were there and nothing 
I had written was changed. And that was why I delivered it to Mr. 
Witt. The following day, as I recall, or maybe it was 2 days, I went 
back and the affidavit was in proper legal form and satisfied me. The 
contents of what I had dictated had not been changed. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Are you testifying that you took this matter that 
you had dictated to Mr. Witt, to have it put in proper legal form and 
that then you came back to examine it to see if it was in proper legal 
form ? 

Mr. Matusow. I wanted to make sure—Mr. Witt is a capable attor- 
ney. I wanted to make sure that nothing I had written had been 
changed and the affidavit said what I intended to say. 

Mr. SourwINE. Did you assure yourself of that? 

Mr. Matusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. The actual affidavit that you signed then is not the 
one which was typed by Ellie? 

Mr. Matusow. No. 

Mr. Sourwrne. But it was in words and phrases exactly the same 
as what had been typed by Ellie except for some additional matter 
added at the beginning and at the end; is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. Or slight grammatical corrections which I might 
have made in it; yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, did Mary Kaufman assist in any way in typ- 
ing or writing or compiling that affidavit ? 


59886—55—pt. 2-6 
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Mr. Matusow. No, sir. No, sir, not to my recollection or know}- 
edge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that Mr. Shapiro, who notarized this 
affidavit, had signed a nominating petition for one Simon Gerson in 
1948 on the Communist Party ticket ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that Mr. Shapiro had been active i: 
the American Labor Party rally at Peekskill on September 138, 1949? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You know about that rally ? 

Mr. Marusow. I was there. There were about 20,000 people there. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was the famous rally that had to do with Paul 
Robéson ? 

Mr. Marusow. Are you referring to the second one? There were 
two. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir, that was the one in September. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know that Mr. Shapiro was u member of 
the Lawyers Guild? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that rally in Peekskill on September 13, 1949, 
a Communist-inspired rally ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. People’s Artists sponsored it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was People’s Artists a Communist-controlled or- 
ganization ? 

Mr. Marusow. There were Communists in People’s Artists. I don’t 
know if they were controlled. I knew non-Communists in there, too, 
so I don’t know whether it was controlled. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was whether it was a Communist- 
con: inated organization. 

Mu. Matusow. I don’t know whether the Communist Party dom- 
vinted it or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. You knew, as a matter of fact, a good deal about 
the inner workings of the Communist Party at that time, didn’t you! 

Mr. Marusow. I knew a little bit about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You knew more than a little bit about it. 

Mr. Matusow. That was an impression I left with many commit- 
tees. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am asking what the facts were. Didn’t you know 
a great deal about it at that time? 

Mr. Marusow. Certain aspects of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. Weren’t you a trusted member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I wasn’t too trusted. I was expelled shortly there- 
after. 

Mr. Sourwinr. You were switchboard operator ? 

Mr. Marusow. Not during that rally. 

Mr. Sourwine. No, but for a time you were a switchboard operator. 

Mr. Matusow. Let’s go back about 7 months, and that is when I was 
trusted. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were trusted at that time. You had to be in 
order to be a switchboard operator. 

Mr. Matusow. Apparently so. 
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\ir. Sourwine. Eventually, we may get to the point where we will 

you about any conver rsations you listened in on while you were 
hboard operator. But let’s not get sidetracked now. Did you 

W > Mr. Shapiro was a member of the Lawyers Guild ‘ 

\ir. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. In court you testified that Mr. Kahn asked you if 
ould go to somebody about the question of your giving an aflidavit. 

Who was it that he wanted to go to? 
Marusow. You are talking about the Jencks aflidavit or the 

er one ¢ 

Mr. SourWINE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marusow. Apparently he wanted to go to the attorneys for the 

‘fendant. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t Mr. Kahn ever ask you if he could go to some- 
ody about the question of giving an aflidavit in the Flynn case? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, I believe he asked me if I would agree to or 

iid give him permission to tell the attorneys for the defendants in 
» F lynn case that 1 was prepared to give an affidavit which 1 had 
| Mr. Kahn I was ready to do. So it is likely I notified them of 

e fact. 

Mr. Sourwine. He was the first person to approach you in the sec- 

d aflidavit as he had been in the first one ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, he was the first person I approached about the 
lidavit. I went to him. He didn’t hold anything over me and say, 

You have to sign - affidavit.” 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, I think we have already established that Mr. 
Kahn first suggested the affidavit in the F lynn case. 

Mr. Marusow. I think we have established, sir, that Mr. Kahn asked 
ue if he could violate the privilege or be relieved from the privilege 
of a personal conversation with me and go to an attorney concerned 

vith that case, and tell them there was a witness in that case who was 

idy to give an affidavit to the court stating he lied. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you testify in Judge Dimock’s court last 

ek that Mr. Kahn had first suggested the affidavit in the Flynn case ? 

Mr. Marusow. He might have asked me—if I were willing to give 

affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. What did you testify ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t believe I said at any time that he suggested 

affidavit. The language you use, I believe, is not the language I 

I believe in that period I told Mr. Kahn that I was willing to 

| wanted to write or draw up an affidavit in behalf of the defendants 

ch told of my false testimony, or some of my false testimony. That 
what I said. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Kahn had suggested this to you? 

Mr. Marusow. He asked me if I was willing to doit. That is just 

at I have been saying. 

Mr. Sourwine. O. K. He asked you if you were willing to do it and 

said you were; is that right? 

Mr. Matusow. I told him I was willing to do it and he asked me if 

was willing to do it, in a conversation, and I did it. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. After you had talked with Kahn 

out that affidavit in the F ly nn case, you then talked with Mr. Witt; 

s that right ? 
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Mr. Marvusow. I didn’t go to Mr. Witt to talk to him about tha: 
but it came up in a conversation after I had signed the affidavit j 
the case he was involved in. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you talk with Mr. Witt between the tin, 
you talked with Mr. Kahn about it and the time you talked with th 
attorneys in the Flynn case about it 

Mr. Matusow. Let’s get the order right. See if I follow you. Let, 
make sure the question is right. I talked to Mr. Kahn. Then 
recollection is I didn’t talk to—in fact, I am quite sure I didn’t talk 
to any of their attorneys in the Flynn case until after the Jencks af 
davit had been signed, which was on the 20th. I want to get the re 
ord straight on this chronology. I believe while talking to Mr. Wit 
about the affidavit I had given him, or it was the day I signed it, | 
told him I was also preparing or was prepared to and want to gij 
an affidavit to the defendants in the Flynn case. So he would hay 
been the next person that I recall talking to about it. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is right. 

Mr. Marusow. Right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And then you talked with the attorneys in th 
Flynn case? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir, I talked to two attorneys of the three. 

Mr. Sourwine. What attorneys did you talk to? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Lewis and Miss Kaufman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t you talk with Mr. Sacher ? 

Mr. Matusow. Not until after the affidavit had been filed. 

( Witness consults with his attorney. ) 

(At this point Senator Watkins left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Marvusow. I wanted to be sure whether it was Miss or Mrs 
Mary Kaufman. I wanted to have the record straight. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you remember the incident of the sealed chapte: 
of your book ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I do. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you tell us about that briefly / 

Mr. Marvusow. I wrote a chapter in my book dealing with th 
testimony I gave in the Flynn case, the chapter which was called A 
Law Named Smith. I wrote that chapter and after writing it, | 
sealed it in an envelope so that Mr. Kahn could not read it or anybod\ 
else could not read it. Mr. Kahn and I discussed the matter about 
sealing it in an envelope. He said that he did not want to be in a posi- 
tion to know what I had to say about that because I had told him | 
was prepared to draw up an affidavit and that in case he was called 
before any judge or a grand jury or any judicial body prior to that 
affidavit being filed, he could honestly say he did not know what | 
intended to say, and therefore, be accused of being an influence 01 
anything I did say. 

Mr. Sourwine. Nevertheless, he did subsequently open the envelop 
in your presence and look at the sealed chapter, didn’t he? 

Mr. Marvusow. At the time I was prepared to write the affidavit. 
when there were no questions at all in my mind as to what the affidavit 
was going to say. 

Mr. Sourwine. But that was before he arranged for you to talk 
to one of the attorneys in the Flynn case ? 
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Mr. Matusow. I believe, sir, it was the day or about the time I said 
to him, “Al, would you please contact the attorneys in the Flynn 

ise, and while you are doing that, why don’t you read the chapter?” 

Mr. Sourwtne. But it was before he arranged for you to talk to 
ne of the attorneys in the Flynn case ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir, it was. 

Mr. Sourwine. So he did exactly what he had told you he wanted 
to avoid; that is, he read your chapter before you gave the affidavit? 

Mr. Marvsow. He did; yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You stated that that affidavit in the Flynn case was 
drawn up in Mr. Kahn’s home ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have testified that you discussed the matter 
with Mr. Lewis on two prior occasions, and that Mr. and Mrs. Kauf- 

an were there once. 

Mr. Marusow. Not Mr. Kaufman. I said Miss or Mrs. Kaufman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Miss or Mrs? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. On which occasion and at what place was Miss Kauf- 
man there ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I got together with Mr. Lewis once alone 
it the Hotel Chelsea in room 118, and then I believe the following day 
or two later—I will get the date for you within a day or so. You can 
help me there, Mr. Sourwine, if you will. What was the date the 
Jencks affidavit was filed? Do you have that date / 

Mr. Sourwtne. We have the affidavit. 

Mr. Marusow. The date it was filed in court ? 

Mr. Sourwirne. That was the 31st of January. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe it was earlier than that. ‘That was the 
other affidavit. The Jencks affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. It was filed in court on February 3. It was sworn 
toon the 20th day of January. 

Mr. Marusow. It broke in the press before that. I believe it was 
filed in court before the 3d, sir. I was trying to think if it were 27th, 
28th, or 29th of January, one of those 3 days. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, the certificate of the deputy clerk is dated the 
3d of February, in the United States district court. The judge 
ippears to have affixed his signature on the 3d of February. That 
s the date on which the exemplified copy was made. So obviously 
t was there before then. The date on which it was sworn to was 
January 20. 

Mr. Matusow. It was filed on a Friday. I believe it was Friday 
the 28th of January. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was the reason you asked for that date 

Mr. Matusow. You asked me the first time I met Mr. Lewis, and 
where and when I met Mr. Lewis and Miss Kaufman, on what date. 
lhe affidavit I recall now was presented in court, by reports I read 

the paper, on Friday, if Friday was the 28th of January. 

(At this point Senator Hennings left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Matusow. Monday was the 31st. So that would be the 28th, 
the 28th of January, when I met with Mr. Lewis, on Monday or Tues- 
day of that week prior to the Friday, which would have been the 23d 
or 24th. I believe I met him for about a half an hour and told him 
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that I was prepared to draw up an affidavit in the Flynn case and t 
him I would do it if he wanted me to do so. He asked me if I woul 
meet with Miss Kaufman and himself the following day or the da 
later. 

I believe it was the following day I met with Mr. Lewis and Miss 
Kaufman and I told them both what I planned to do. They ae 
me certain questions dealing with my testimony. We chatted a 
that. They asked me certain questions and I answered them, or aie ‘ 
answer them. We made an appointment to get together on Sind day 
in Mr. Kahn’s home. I left town that day. It was a Wednesday 
afternoon or Thursday morning. I left town with the galleys of my 
book. I wanted to cet away from New York to correct the galle VS, SO 
the book would be in the final stages. I worked until Sunday a fternoor 
and then went to Mr. Kahn’s home where Mr. Lewis and Miss Ka if- 
man were waiting for me or had arrived a few minutes later. I don’t 
remember which, and at that time the affidavit was done, and the fol 
lowing morning in New York City, because Mr. Lewis’ notary did not 
exceed the city of New York and I ‘believe somebody mentioned the fa: 
that nothing could be notarized on Sunday in New York, so it was 8 
o’clock or 8:30 the next morning in New York City, at 125th Street 
where I signed the affidavit which had been written the preceding day, 
and it was notarized then and there by Mr. Lewis, and that is the story. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Let’s be sure we have it straight. You talked first 
about it with Mr. Kahn. This is the Flynn affidavit. Then you talked 
about it with Mr. Witt. Thereafter you talked about it with Mr. Lewis 
alone without Miss Kaufman. Thereafter you talked to Mr. Lewis and 
Miss Kaufman about it. 

Thereafter on a Sunday evening—— 

Mr. Marusow. Afternoon, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Sunday afternoon you went to the home of Mr. 
Kahn and then and there dictated it to Mary Kaufman and the follow- 
ing morning you went downtown and notarized it, is that right? 

You had it notarized ? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Lewis notarized it. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Isthata correct statement ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Thatis the chronology. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Matusow. That is the correct chronology. 

(Senator Hennings returned to the room at this point.) 

Mr. Sourwine. What time in the afternoon did you go to Mr. Kah 
home ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe I got there about 2 or 3 o’clock. 

Mr. Sourwtne. In the afternoon ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What time did you leave? 

Mr. Marusow. I left there, it must have been 8 or 8: 30. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You didn’t stay there all night? 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir: I had some more w vork to do on my galleys. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that the night you stayed in a motel in West 
chester ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. With Mr. Tank? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Under assumed names? 
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Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, I want to know, sir, were you doing anything 
during the 6 hours you were in Mr. Kahn’s home on that Sunday except 
dictating the affidavit to Miss Kaufman? 

Mr. Marvusow. I had been there, watched television for a while, 
took a shower, and relaxed. 

Mr. Sourwine. What television shows did you see ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe there was a show on John Milton on You 
Are There, as I recall, on book-burning. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see that show ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. I believe I saw What’s My Line? That 
was the last show Bennett Cerf did prior to his month’s vacation. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see that show ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. At Mr. Kahn’s home? 

Mr. Marusow. No, I saw that at the motel. 

Mr. Sourwine. Talk about the ones you saw at Mr. Kahn’s. 

Mr. Matusow. A show or part of a show done by the Museum of 
Natural History having to do with dances. That might have been 
a week or so earlier. It had to do with dances of the world and their 
relation to 

Mr. Sourwinet. What other shows did you see that afternoon at 
Mr. Kahn’s house ? 

Mr. Matusow. I didn’t see U.S. Week. 

I don’t know whether I watched Meet the Press or not that night. 
I think I may have tuned it in and tuned it right off again. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you interrupt the dictation of the affidavit to 
watch these television shows ? 

Mr. Marusow. After it was finished and the affidavit was being 
typed I took time out. 

Mr. Sourwine. What time did those shows come on that you saw? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe You Are There came on at 6:30, and I 
watched that, and I believe I saw Meet the Press, part of it. 

(Senator Eastland returned and resumed the chair at this point.) 

Mr. Sourwine. What time is that? 

Mr. Marusow. At 6 o’clock. What’s My Line? comes on at 10: 30. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What time did you finish the affidavit ? 

Mr. Marvusow. It took an hour or so to do it. Maybe 2 hours. 

Mr. Sourwine. Only 2 hours? 

Mr. Matusow. I write kind of fast. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Remember you weren’t writing, Mary Kaufman 
was writing. 

Mr. Matusow. It doesn’t take long to do that. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Isthatright? She was writing? 

Mr. Matusow. Don’t forget, though, the affidavit was 6 pages long, 
and there were sections of testimony I quoted, and I said “from so- 
and-so and so-and-so.” This gues in toto in the affidavit. She didn’t 
have to sit there and write that all in longhand. A good part of the 
6 pages is taken up with verbatim testimony in the trial. 

Mr. Sourwine. You stated here under oath, as clearly as we could 
understand, and we thought we both understood what was meant by 
dictation, that you had dictated this affidavit. Are you now testifying 
that you didn’t dictate it ? 
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Mr. Matusow. I dictated the affidavit. I think we have that clear, 
sIr. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you are testifying that you dictated the affi- 
davit and that she wrote it, and it was then transcribed on the type- 
writer and that you read it all within the space of not more than 2 
hours? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. It might have been 3. I got there at 3. 
I may have stopped at 6. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you get there at 2 or 3? You testified you 
arrived at 2. 

Mr. Matusow. IsaidI got there at 2 or 3. 

Mr. Sourwine. I wanted the record to be clear whether you are now 
stating you got there at 3. 

Mr. Matusow. I said that before. 

Mr. Sourwine. You got there when and left when ? 

Mr. Matusow. I got there at 2 or 3 and I believe I left at 9, it might 
have been 8: 30 or a quarter after 9. 

Mr. Sourwine. You said a moment ago that you left at 4, and before 
that said you left at 6. 

Mr. Marusow. Never said I left at 4. You won’t find that in the 
record. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Well, we will look in the morning and see. Didn’t 
you testify earlier that you left there about 6 or 6: 30? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I said at 6:30. I watched You Are There 
at Mr. Kahn’s home, and they do the show at 6:30. They did the 
show on John Milton at that time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Are you stating that you did not testify here a few 
moments ago that you left Mr. Kahn’s home at 6: 30? 

Mr. Matusow. I did not testify to that, according to my recollec- 
tion. If I did—I didn’t testify to that, no. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you leave there? 

Mr. Marusow. I said it might have been 8, it might have been 9 
or 9: 30, 

Mr. Sourwine. I didn’t ask you what you said. 

Mr. Marusow. That is when I left, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you leave there ? 

Mr. Marvusow. It had to be in the vicinity of 9 or 9:30 because I 
arrived at this motel about 20 miles from Mr. Kahn’s home going to 
New York in time to watch two television programs, one at 10 and one 
at 10: 30. 

The one at 10: 30 was, as I recall, What’s My Line? and at 10 o’clock 
I believe I watched a show sponsored by Kent cigarettes. I have for- 
gotten the name oftheshow. It wason CBS. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you 

Mr. Matusow. So that means I left Mr. Kahn’s home about 9:15, 
allowing 45 minutes to ride to the motel and check in. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you take Mr. Tank with you, or did he take you 
to the motel ? 

Mr. Marusow. We went together. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was Mr. Tank with you in Mr. Kahn’s home? 

Mr. Matusow. He was. 

Mr. Sourwine. During all that time you were there ? 

Mr. Marvusow. He wasn't in the room I was in. He was out in the 
kitchen chatting with Mrs. Kahn, as I recall. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Where was the affidavit of December 31 notarized? 

Mr. Marusow. There was no December 31 affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. January 31? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who notarized that ? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. Sourwine. Robert Zavell Lewis? 

Mr. Matusow. Right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. He is one of the defendant attorneys for the 
Communists ? 

Mr. Matusow. I have been led to understand that, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know Robert Zavell Lewis before he notar- 
ized your affidavit ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Only after 2 or 3 prior meetings with him. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean in his office ? 

Mr. Matusow. I never met him in his office. He came to my hotel 
room. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean only the meetings you testified to here? 

Mr. Matusow. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know he was a member of the Young Com- 
munists League ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know he was president of the Young Com- 
munists League of Cornell University in 1940 to 1941? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see him at Communist Party headquarters 
during the first trial of the Communist Party leaders? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know he was active at Communist Party 
headquarters at that time? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know that during the second trial of the 
Communist Party le: ders he worked for the defense attorneys ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I found that out through working and getting this 
affidavit up. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did not know it before that ? 

Mr. Marusow. No. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know a man named McTernan? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that John McTernan? 

Mr. Matusow. John T. McTernan. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is he a lawyer? 

Mr. Matusow. He isan attorney. 

Mr. Sourwine. How well do you know him ? 

Mr. Marvusow. He had me under cross-examination in both the 
Flynn and Jencks trials. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are they the only occasions you met him ? 

Mr. Matusow. He served a subpena on me on two occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you meet him on any occasion ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you had any other dealings with him other 
than those you told us about here ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did he have anything to do with the affidavits you 
filed in the Jencks case ? 

Mr. Marusow. No,sir. Nothing that I know of. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did John Abt have anything to do with that af- 
fidavit ? 

Mr. Marusow. Nothing that I know of. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you planning to give any other affidavits re 
garding any other false testimony you have given ? 

Mr. Matusow. Haven't thought about it, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, to return to your testimony here 
earlier this afternoon about People’s Artists, do you remember that 
you testified before the Un-American Activities Committee of the 
House of Representatives in regards to People’s Artists ? 

Mr. Marusow. I remember testifying about it, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you testify: 

It was a theatrical booking agency which had as its purpose the booking of 
Communist Party members in the various organizations, clubs, social work. It 
had a license under the State of New York. It was licensed under the State of 
New York as a theatrical booking agency and was an incorporated group. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes; I believe that is my testimony. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that truthful ? 

Mr. Matusow. In part. 

Mr. Sourwine. What part was untruthful ? 

Mr. Marusow. If I might have the record and point it out to you, 
rather 

Mr. Sourwine. I just read it to you and you recognized part of 
what I read as untruthful. 

Mr. Marvusow. It was a theatrical booking agency. I knew a Com- 
munist who worked for them when I called it a Communist booking 
theatrical agency, or something like that. I didn’t have any direct 
knowledge of it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever have knowledge that that was its pur- 
pose ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. So when you testified to that, it was false testi- 
mony ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I direct your attention now, Mr. Matusow, to the 
occasion on which you left New York and arrived—in July 1950, 
left New York to go to Los Angeles, do you recall that you did that! 

Mr. Matusow. I didn’t reach Los Angeles; no. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I was only asking you about leaving New York 
to go to Los Angeles. 

Mr. Matusow. I left New York and intended to go to Los Angeles; 
yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is right. You intended to go to Los Angeles. 
How did you happen to,get to Taos, N. Mex. ? 

Mr. Matusow. Just happened to get there. I decided to go to the 
San Cristobal Valley Ranch for a week. 

Mr. Sourwine. What ranch? 

Mr. Marusow. San Cristobal Valley Ranch. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that in Taos? 

Mr. Matusow. About 20 miles from the town of Taos. In Taos 
County, N. Mex. 
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Mr. SouRWINE. You say that you stopped at this rancl 

\Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourw1nE. How did you know about that ? 

Mr. Matusow. I met the proprietors. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. and Mrs. Craig? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. and Mrs. Vincent. 

Mr. Sourwine. Craig Vincent. 

Mr. Matusow. Craig Vincent, yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. When had you decided to diverge from your route 

| go to that ranch ? 

‘ir. Matusow. The day I left New York. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Then you left New York with the intention of going 
that ranch ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. With the intention of going to Los Angeles 

nding a few days en route at the ranch; yes, sir. 

Mr, SOURWINE. You have testified several times, haven’t you, that 

left New York to go to Los Angeles and just wound up in Taos? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think there is anything contradictory in what 

1s been said. 

Mr. Sourwine. I don’t say there is, but I am trying to get the facts 
on tin record. Is it a fact that you now testify that you left New 
York with the intention of going to Taos? 

Mr. Marvusow. With the intention of going to Los Angeles and 

nd up in Taos. I intended to stay there a few days and stayed 
ere. Sol didn’t intend to goto Taos. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did intend to go to Taos? 

Mr. Matusow. Just as I intended to go to Pittsburgh while travel- 

g through the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Sourwine. You didn’t have to go to Taos while traveling 
through New Mexico? 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, to be specific 

Mr. Sourwine. Answer that question. 

Mr. Marusow. The intention was to go San Cristobal. 

Mr. Sourwine. You had to go to Taos to go to San Cristobal ? 

Mr. Matusow. I could have gone through Colorado and not touched 
l'aos. 

Mr. SourwineE. But you didn’t go by way of Colorado. You bought 

ur ticket by way of Taos? 

Mr. Marusow. I passed through Taos. It took about 3 minutes. 

Mr. Sourwine. You intended to go through Taos to San Cristobal 
Ranch ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is all I am asking about. 

* Marusow. Yes,sir. That isall 1 said. 

*, Sourw1neE. Have you intended to give the impression that it was 
‘cidental that you stopped off at Taos en route 

-, Matusow. It was accidental that I stopped there. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You left New York with the intention of going to 
the San Cristobal Ranch, didn’t you? 

Mr. Matusow. Spending a few days there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then that is not accidental ? 

Mr. Matusow. There are many things in the past that I intended to 
lo that I didn’t do or did do. 

Mr. Sourwine. This is one thing you intended to do that you did do. 


and 
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Mr. Matusow. I thought I might go to San Cristobal Valley Ranch, 
The fact is that I got there and stayed there. 

Mr. Sourwrine. I am trying to find out what your intention wa; 
when you left New York. 

Mr. Matusow. My intention was when I left New York to go | 
the city of Los Angeles in California. While en route 1 intended t 
stop off in San Cristobal. I intended to spend 2 days in St. Louis, 
which I didn’t do. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Then you did intend, when you left New York, to 
go to the San Cristobal Ranch? 

Mr. Matusow. For a visit. 

Mr. Sourwine. That thing you did do? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrine. You didn’t stop in St. Louis, as you intended to’ 

Mr. Marusow. I stopped, but not for 2 days. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You didn’t get to Los Angeles on that trip, did you’ 

Mr. Matusow. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did go to San Cristobal Valley Ranch, as you 
intended to do? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. You went there at the invitation of Craig Vincent? 

Mr. Marvusow. It was a form of invitation, yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You stayed there during part of July and part of 
August during 1950? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know if my status as a guest ran into August, 
but I was at the ranch in August. Whether I was living there at the 
time, I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. The word I used was stayed. If you weren’t stay- 
ing at the ranch, where were you staying? 

Mr. Marvusow. I moved into Taos and took an apartment in town. 

Mr. Sourwine. Not at the Taos Inn? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you rent that apartment ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Did you pay rent on it ? 

Mr. Matusow. Y es, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. While you were at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch 
in the summer of 1950, did you meet Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Matusow. I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you on one occasion state to him that you had 
left New York permanently ? 

Mr. Matu a Whether I used the term “permanently,” I believe 
in substance I said I had left New York and planned to take up resi- 
dence in Los ace 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you then and there state to him that in the 
event you carried out your intention to leave New York and set up 
residence somewhere else, you would transfer your Communist Part) 
membership ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall that conversation. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Can you state that you did not tell him that? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall the conversation one way or another. 
I don’t believe I said that to Mr. Jencks. I will put that in a very 
definite sense. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Was it at the time your intention, if you carried out 
your plan to move your residence, to transfer your ‘Communist Party 
membe rship ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. It was my intention. 

Mr. Sourwine. Why don’t you believe you told Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Marusow. Because it was none of his business. I didn’t know 
yhether he was a Communist or wasn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have testified, have you not, under oath, that 
you had a conversation with Mr. Jencks along those lines ‘ 

Mr. Marusow. Yes,sir; but I led. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that testimony untruthful ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I just said it was. I say it again. 

Mr. Sourwine. Although it was given under oath ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes,sir. On, I believe,2 or 3 occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever discuss with Clinton Jencks ways of 
promoting the Communist-sponsored Stockholm Peace Appeal 4 
’ Mr. Marusow. Discussed the Communist- -sponsored Stockholm 
Peace Appeal? I knew Communists were sponsoring it. We did 
discuss the Stockholm Peace Appeal. I don’t think we called it the 
Communist-sponsored appeal, although I believe it was Communist- 

sponsored at the time, and I state that now. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he ever tell you he was planning to lecture about 
that at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch ? 

Mr. Marusow. He did, and I heard him discuss it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Jencks any matters 
concerning the Mexican miners union ? 

Mr. Marusow. He mentioned the fact that he was an honorary 
member of the Mexican miners union. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he have any conversations with you about the 
Mexican Communist organizers ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you testify prior to this date that you had such 
a conversation ? 

Mr. Matusow. I did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. What that testimony false? 

Mr. Marvusow. It was false. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you hear Mr. Jencks give more than one lecture 
while you were at the ranch? 

Mr. Matusow. Only one that I recall. 

Mr. Sourwtne. And he discussed the Stockholm Peace Appeal ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe so, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtnge. Is his lecture clear in your mind now ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Did he say anything in that lecture favorable to the 
Soviet Union’s plan for atomic and other disarmament ? 

Mr. Matusow. He might have, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he discuss putting an end to the Korean war? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe he did discuss the Korean war as an unjust 
war, 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he refer to the United States as an aggressor 
nation ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know whether he used that term or not. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Did he say anything about the position of the 
United States in Korea ? 
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Mr. Matusow. I don’t recall what he said about that. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did he say anything about whether United St 
forces had a right to be in Korea? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe that he discussed it, and in substance s 
that we didn’t belong there. My recollection is that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he say anything about reading? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall what he said about reading, no, si: 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you recall whether he advised his hearers to 
any reading, or do anything about reading? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall his mentioning reading. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you realize that you testified about all 
matters under oath? 

Mr. Matusow. I do, sir. 

Mr. Sourwint. I take it you are unable to say at this time whet 

that testimony was true or false ? 

Mr. Matusow. About reading? I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. All these matters that you testified to about Jer 
lecture ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe some of the points I have said I recall | 
stating. On some of the points, such as reading, just to m: “ond t] 
record straight, I did not recall at the time I testified about his s: 
we, the guests at the ranch, who heard the lecture, should read certa 
pamphlets. He might have said it, but at the time I testified befor 
this committee and in court and before the grand jury, I did not re: 
whether he did or did not state that. I was testifying on something 
[ surmised or even invented or made myself remember, but I knew at 
that time I didn’t remember it, and at this time I don’t remember it. 

Mr. Sourwine. You cannot now state whether your testimony 
that regard was true or false, can you? 

Mr. Marvsow. I can only testify that when I testified about it I was 
testifying about something I did not recall, or could not have testifie 
to in an absolute or an affirmative or positive way, as I so testified. 

Mr. Sourwrine. That is testimony as to your ‘sti ite of mind at th 
time and it is valuable for that purpose, but I am trying to get on t! 
record whether you can now state that that testimony was false? 

Mr. Marvsow. I cannot state if it was false or true, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever tell Jencks that you had joined t! 
Taos Chapter of ANMA ? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is ANMA ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe it is the American National Mexican Asso 
ciation, or in Spanish it is called Nacionale—I forget. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did he say anything about his activities 
ANMA*? 

Mr. Matusow. My recollection, sir, is that Mr. Jencks did say ther 
was an ANMA Chapter located in his home at Silver City, N. Mex 
and it was active in the local of his union, the International Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you say he was active? 

Mr. Marvusow. That it was active. 

Mr. Sovurwine. Did he indicate he belonged to the local chapter’ 

Mr. Matusow. I believe he said he had worked with it. I don’ 


remember whether he said he had been a member, whether he hac 
membership card or not. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Was there any conversation between you and Jencks 
about ANMA being Communist-connected ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; there was not. 

Mr. Sourwine. You knew it was Communist-connected, didn’t you! 

Mr. Marvsow. I surmised it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you think he knew it? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe he did, but I didn’t know it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether Clinton Jencks ever was a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. Of my own knowledge? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Matusow. No, I don’t, sir. 

Senator Dante. He told you, sir, didn’t he? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir: he did not. 

Senator Dantex. Didn’t you testify under oath that he identified 
himself personally to you as a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Daniet. You were lying then? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did anybody ever tell you he was a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. Someone once told me he had been a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who was that? 

Mr. Matusow. A witness who testified against Mr. Jencks. I for 
get his name. He testified before the grand jury and also in the case 
in El Paso. 

The witness’ name slips my mind. The witness said he had once 
belonged to a Communist Party club with Clinton Jencks back about 
4or 5 years before I met Jencks. 

Senator JENNER. Do you intend to go any further into the develop 
ment of these meetings in San Cristobal Valley ? 

Mr. Sourwine. I have a few more questions. 

Senator JenNER. Who was present? Do you intend to do that? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 

Would you prefer to do that? 

Senator Jenner. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you first went to the San Cristobal Ranch in 
New Mexico in 1950, did you know it was operated by the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether it was operated by the Com 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know now whether it was then operated by 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have stated that there were agents of the FBI 
at the ranch, when you were there, have you not? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know whether I said agents. I said people 
who were reporting to the FBI. 

Mr. SourwIinp. Do vou know that to be true, people who were re- 
porting to the FBI were there at the ranch at the same time you were 
there? 
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Mr. Marusow. I got that information from an FBI agent whom | 
had contact with during that period, and I presume the information 
he gave me was based on the fact that somebody else was there at 
the ranch. 

Senator JENNER. Who is that agent ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe his name was Jay Buttram. 

The CuarrmMan. He was an agent in the FBI at that time ? 

Mr. Marusow. am special agent of the FBI who is now practicing 
law in Santa Fe, N. Mex., or was a year ago. 

The CHARMAN. tte told you at ‘the time that he was with the FBI? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe, in substance, he told me. He was there 
with 2 or 3 guests. 

The Cuairman. Answer my question. Did he tell you that he was 
with the FBI? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he tell you how many people were reporting to 
the FBI who were at the ranch ? 

Mr. Marusow. No. I surmised from his discussion with me that 
somebody was reporting to the FBI. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is not what you stated before. If that is the 
truth, I am glad to get it corrected. 

Mr. Matusow. All right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine: Answer this question yes or no. I want to know if 
it is not now your statement that he did not tell you that anybody there 
was reporting to the FBI. 

Mr. Marusow. It is not quite yes or no—— 

Mr. Sourwrine. Either he did tell you that or he did not tell you 
that. 1 want to know which. 

Then you can give any explanation you want. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know whether it is yes or no because of what 
he said. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are still able to determine when it is desirable 
not to give a yes or no answer ? 

Mr. Marusow. I am not in that position. Your question is one of 
the few question I should be able to give a yes or no answer. I would 
be glad to give a yes or no answer. All I am stating is that Agent 
Buttram h: ad information from someone in the -anch, and therefore 
I am thinking back that somebody was there. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were there? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, somebody else, because the information related 
to me. 


Mr. Sourwine. Was it information that you had not furnished the 
sureau ! 
Mr. Marvsow. It was information about me. 
Mr. Sourwine. Was it information that you had not furnished the 
Bureau? 
Mr. Marvsow. It was information I knew nothing about. 
Mr. Sourwine. From that you surmised that there was at least 
one other person at the ranch w ho was reporting to the FBI? 
Mr. Marusow. That is right, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. You said there were agents from the FBI. 
Mr. Matusow. I believe I said persons and from other conversa- 


tions with Agent Buttram I believed there were at times other people 
at the ranch. 
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Mr. Sourwine. You do not now believe it, and then you did believe 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That being so, you would hardly have reported 
nything from the ranch to the FBI that was not true, would you? 

Mr. Marusow. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, in fact, report anything to the FBI from 
the ranch that was untrue / 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall anything specifically about what I 
re ported about the rane h. and | coul In’t answer th: uf qi vuestion one W ay 
or another. I might have and I might not have. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Knowing or believing that there were other persons 
there who were reporting to the FBI, weren’t you quite careful to be 
accurate In what you reported to the Bureau ? 

Mr. Marusow. In that period, not based on your premise of the 
reason for it, I tried to be accurate as to what I re ported to the FBS, 
but in the past I have been very imaginative and even in FBI reports 
[ guess at times my imagination might have moved the keys of my 
typewriter to say something that didn’t happen. 

Mr. Sourwine. Cutting through all the persiflage, you are an in- 
telligent man and you try very hard and very ably to take good care 
of yourself and knowing at this time, or believing that there were 
other persons at the ranch who were reporting to the FBI, weren’t you 
careful that in your own reports you made no misstatement ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. No, your premise is wrong. I will have tosay “No.” 

Mr. Sourwine. You were not careful to avoid making 
statements ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. Not on the basis of your premise, sir. 

The Caamman. Wait a minute. The witness is entitled to explain 
what he means. I don’t understand. 


Mr. Marusow. Mr. Sourwine said that there were other 
there. 


any mis- 


agents 


Mr. Sourwine. Knowing or believing. 

Mr. Matusow. Knowing or believing, but in substance that other 
people where there. It was because of that reason I was careful, and to 
me that implied only that reason. If I am right on that, then the 
answer would be “No.” If I misinterpreted the counsel’s question, and 
he means, did I try to be accurate in my reports, yes, I tried to be 
accurate in general, but for no reason other than the sake of accuracy 
at that point. 

Mr. SourwrNe. What I am trying to say is: Will you now testify 
that the report you gave to the FBI from the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch in 1950 was accurate to the best of your ability ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, they were. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you report to the FBI anything in regard to 
Mr. Jencks? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t recall. I believe I might have. 

The CHatrmMan. Mr. Matusow, I have been absent. I want to see 
if I understand you, sir. You speak of a visit in 1950; is that correct ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. You broke with the Communist Party in 1951 ? 

Mr. Matusow. January, sir. 

The CHarrMan. January 1951. Were you reporting to the FBI be- 
fore you broke with the Communist Party ? 

59886—55—pt. 2——7 
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Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; I was. 

The CHamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you say now that whatever you reported to 
the FBI about Mr. Jencks at that time from the ranch Was accurate’ 

Mr. Matusow. No, I wouldn't. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you just stated that you were careful to report 
accurately ? 

Mr. Matusow. I said I tried to be accurate, but at times I was sn’t. 
Mr, Sourwine. Will you state now that you did or did not ma 
any deliberate misstatements in your reports to the FBI at that 

time ? 

Mr. Marusow. I can state I believe in my reports to the FBI 
times I put in surmise and hearsay and not facts. 

Mr. Sourwine. We are talking about the facts in the reports which 
you made from San Cristobal Valley Ranch ? 

Mr. Marusow. I am referring to those reports. At times I put in 
my surmise and hearsay. That is my recollection. I have not seen 
those reports since I filed them, or I believe I might have seen them 
once while preparing testimony in a case, but I don’t have any recollec- 
tion of the reports. I think, in order to answer that question, I would 
have to see those reports. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, seeing the report now wouldn't help 
you any because you have testified that you don’t remember the facts. 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, the reports were contemporary-documents, and 
being contemporary, written at the time, I believe they would do a 
ereat deal of good to refresh my recollection as to what happened at the 
San Cristobal Valley Ranch, what actually happened, what I actually 
reported, and would fill in a lot of gaps in my recollection and would 
help the committee quite a bit. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean you would believe those reports if you 
read them ? 

Mr. Matusow. I would believe the reports, or I would be able to 
point out to the committee where I fabricated or enlarged upon facts. 

Mr. Sourwine. If you don’t remember what the facts are now, how 
would you be able to point out the errors in the reports ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Sir, frequently I don’t remember a date. T refresh 
my recollection by looking at acalendar. I remember a date frequently 
that way. I don’t remember a date of last year, and I look at this 
year’s calendar and know, because it is not a leap year, it is the eo 
preceding. If it was Tuesday last year, it would be Wednesday, « 
some such thing. Memory is based on many facts. I believe my 
memory is good enough to be refreshed by seeing those FBI reports. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Was there a key or code in those reports by which 
if you read them you could tell what was true and false? 

Mr. Marvsow. By just reading them, sir. We are talking in a 
hypothetical sense, now. I would have to see the reports and then say 
I could or could not refresh my memory. 

Mr. Sovrwinr. Are you saying simply, in essence, this, that if some 
one would show those FBI reports to you, you would then be willing 
to testify whether or not they were true, but that not seeing them, you 
are unable to testify whether or not they are true ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know anything about the statutes on giving 
false information to the FBI? 
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Mr. M ATUSOW. | don’t know if that deals with the same statute : 
erjury. Lam not familiar with that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your attorneys haven't briefed you on that? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You might ask them about it. You will be inter 
ested. 

Mr. Marusow. All right, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, who was present at the ranch during 

time you were there, other than yourself and Mr. Jencks and Mr. 

d Mrs. Vincent ? 

Mr. Marusow. Mr. Collins. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Collins? 

Mr. M ATUSOW. Mr. Henry ( ‘ollins, Jr. Mr. Robinson. ] believe his 

ie is Karl Robinson. A Mr. Kim. I forget whether that was his 
nrst or last hame. He played the plano. A Mr. Marcus. | don’t 
emember his first name. 

[The CHarrMan. Where was Mr. Robinson from ? 

Mr. Marusow. Los Angeles. 

The CHatrMAN. What business is he in in Los Angeles ? 

Mr. Marusow. He isa writer. 

The CuatrmMan. You don’t remember his street address ? 

Mr. Marusow. Never knew it. 

The CHatrMAN. Where was Mr. Kim from ? 

Mr. Marusow. Berkeley, I believe. 

Che CHAIRMAN. Berkeley, Calif. ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Che CHarrMAN. What was his trade / 

Mr. Marusow. Concert pianist. 

The CHarrMan. What were his initials / 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t remember whether Kim was his first or last 
name. Ibelieveit was hislast. Iam almost sure. 

The CuarrmMan. Whoelse wasthere / 

Mr. Marusow. The Vincents. Mr. Collins. 

The Cuarrman. Where was Mr. Collins from ? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe he was from this area, 

The CHarrman. From Washington 4 

Mr. Marusow. Washington or New York. I don’t recall which. 

Also Mr. Baisley. 

The CHatrrman. What was Mr. Collins’ business ? 

Mr. Marvusow. He was eastern representative of the ranch and Mr. 
Marcus, I forget his first name, was a teacher in New York. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Marcus— where does he teach ? 

Mr. Marvusow. He taught mathematics, or something, in New York 
City. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know the school ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No. He taught a course in radio or physics, be- 
cause I had a textbook which was used in the New York public schools 
vritten by him ealled Elements of Radio. It was a book he had 
vritten. so the committee might be able to locate him on the basis of 
that. 

Right offhand, that is all I can remember. 

Senator JENNER. How long were you there / 

Mr. Marvsow. I got out there and spent about 8 or 9 days at the 
ranch. and then moved into town and about once or twice a week I 
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would have dinner at the ranch and called a square dance, once o1 
twice. 

Senator JENNER. How long were you there altogether ? 

Mr. Marusow. I came there in July and left Taos in November, w 
to New York. 

Senator JENNER. You were at the ranch for 8 days? 

Mr. Marvusow. Approximately, sir. 

Senator Jenner. How long were you in the town of Taos, N. Mex.’ 

Mr. Marusow. Until November 1950, November 6, 1950. 

Senator Jenner. How long altogether 4 

Mr. Marusow. That would be July or August, including the time at 
oe — 

ator JENNER. All the 8 days you were there 

‘isan you visited back at the ranch, 
named at the ranch ? 

Mr. Marusow. The people I saw at the ranch, those are the only 
ones | recall. 

Senator Jenner. There were no others there that you recall ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t remember their names. 

Senator Jenner. There were others there, but you don’t remem! 
their names ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Matusow, can you say concerning any of thi 
persons you have named as having been met by you, or known by you: 


San Cristobal Valley Ranch that to your knowledge they were not 
Communists ? 


and the numero 
you only saw the people you 


Mr. Matusow. I didn’t know one way or another, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you with any member of the—— 

Mr. Marvusow. Those people I just mentioned, I did meet somebody 
there I knew back East. I don’t remember his name right now. 

Mr. Sourwine. Iam talking about the people you mentioned. Your 
answer is “No,” that you cannot say that they were or were not Com 
munists, any of them? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t know one way or the other. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Matusow, I am going to digress a minute to 
expand some on your testimony yesterday. ” Yesterd: ay you testified 
that you went into the State of Washington, that you campaigned 


against Senator Jackson, that you told some lies about Senator Jackson 
formoney. That is correct, is it not? 


Mr. Matusow. In substance; yes, it is. 

The CuatrMan. Who got you to go into the State of Washington? 

Mr. Matusow. Through Senator McC arthy’s office. 

The Cuamman. T hrough whom in his office ? 

Mr. Marvsow. The Senator suggested I go out there. He told me 
that in Wisconsin: when I arrived in W ashington, Surine, one of the 
Senator’s staff, took me to see Otto Dekom, who was then administra- 
tive assistant to Senator Cain, and arrangement were made there. 

The CHarrman. By Mr. Dekom? 

Mr Marvsow. Information was given to Mr. Dekom. 

The CHarrman. Did you talk to Mr. Dekom ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, I did. 

The Cuarrman. How much were you paid? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t recall the figure. I said I believe it was six 
or 7 hundred dollars. 
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The CoarMan. Who paid you that money ? 
Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember the gentleman’s name. He was 
attorney from Tacoma who was handling that aspect of it. He paid 
e the money In Seattle in the campaign headquarters of Senator Cain, 
th nobody else there, but I believe that I signed a receipt for it, and 
e receipt should exist or does exist. 
The CHarrMan. Where did you go in the State? 
Mr. Matusow. Just in Seattle and Tacoma, 
The CHAIBMAN. Seattle and Tacoma. 
Mr. Matusow. Right. 
The CHarkMAN. How were you transported into the State? 
Mr. Marusow. Flew into the State, and drove between Seattle and 
coma, 
The Coatrrman. Who drove you between Seattle and Tacoma / 
Mr. Matusow. [ forget. There were a number of people I had con- 
t with. I spoke at the American Legion hall in Seattle, cut a few 
cordings at a radio station that were used. 

The CHarrMan. Do you remember the names of the people that you 

ntacted ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I don’t. 

Che CuamrMan. Do you recall any of their names ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; but my recollection could be refreshed. 
One man was a former national commander of the American Legion, 
nd I don’t remember his name. He was in Seattle, and I presume 
e lived there. 

The Cuairman. Who induced you to go into the State of Montana? 

Mr. Marvusow. That decision was made at the same time that the 
lecision about the State of Washington was made. 

The Ciarrman. By whom? 

Mr. Matusow. Senator McCarthy asked me. He felt I did such a 
good job for him in the State of Wisconsin in the primary of 1952 that 
should go into the State of Montana. 

The CHamrMan. Then you went into Montana? 

Mr. Marusow. Again, sir, I contacted Mr. Surine here in Washing- 
ton on the same occasion that I met Mr. Dekom. 

Mr. Sourwrne. During the period of preparation for your book, 
vhile you were recording on tape your conversations with ‘Mr. K: ahn, 
were you imagining things or making them up, or were you giving 
him your best recollection so as to get it on tape to be used as a basis 
for your book ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t think the question should deal with the tapes. 

will answer that in a second. I was just talking about things that 
| recalled there with many personal observations which were never 
ntended for publication. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is understood. I am trying to find out if you 
were leveling with Mr. Kahn at that time. 

Mr. Marvsow. Not at first, sir. I was holding back from Mr. Kahn 
because I didn’t know him well enough and didn’t trust him. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you make any misstatements deliberately dur- 
ng the course of those tape recordings ? 

Mr. Matusow. A few, sit 

Mr. Sourwtne. I will read from the transcript of the tape record- 
ings, from page 4-5. You were recounting some of your activities in 
different States during the campaign. 
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Mr. Marvusow. Is this reel 4, page 5? 
Mr. Sourwine. That is right. 








Scoop Jackson, who had been elected to Congress the first time, with Hug! 
DeLacy and a few others. J. J. O’Connell was chairman of the Democrati 
Party in the State of Washington, and according to sworn testimony befor 
the Campbell committee in the State of Washington, DeLacy and he were memn- 
bers of the Communist Party and so were two other Congressmen from the State 
of Washington, and have been accused of being Communist Party members 
This was all a part of this plan that McCarthy and McCarran set up. 

That raises a number of questions. 

First, I will ask you broadly: Was that the truth that you told 
Mr. Kahn at that time? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, I was talking about some of the bases for 
attack upon Senator Jackson. That was true, the bases for it. Taken 
out of context there, the second part, Senator McCarthy knew about 
that. The third part where I mention the late Senator McCarran, 
that was what I believed and my opinion at the time in relation to the 
hearings in Salt Lake City in October 1952; that is, to have an effect 
on the Rocky Mountain area by attacking or having hearings on the 
Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers Union who were then supporting 
many De ‘mocré itic candidates for Congress. 
from Nevada’s name got into that. 


But again I state that those t: ipe-recorded conversations taken out 
of context were just small quotes—you have 6 hours of full recording 
there of statements made by me off the top of my head without mue h 
paperwork, much of it done in order to find out what Mr. Kahn re: ally 
wanted at the time, even though we had signed a contract. I didn’t 
know if we were going to do a book, and I think statements made i1 
those tape recordings 

Mr. Sourwine. You had a contract with him at this time? 

Mr. Marusow. Look, sir, I have said here to this committee and in 
court that I had accused Mr. Kahn of being a Communist. I didn’t 
know whether he was or not. I didn’t know what his intent was in 


telling me he wanted to publish a book by me. I didn’t trust him when 
I first met him. 


\ 


That is how the Senator 


Senator Jenner. I thought you said at this time you had quit lying. 
You told us that yesterday. 

Mr. Matusow. This is something entirely different. 

Senator JENNER. What were you speaking of ? 
of the late fall of 1954, aren’t you? 

Mr. Sourwtne. This is in November of 1954. 

Mr. Marvsow. Early in November. 

Senator JENNER. You were still lying. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t think that was lying, in that tape. 

Senator Jenner. You just got through testifying that you were 
trying to give Mr. bs 1hn what he wanted. 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t say that. 


Senator Jenner. Mr. Reporter, will you read the record back, 
please. I am tired of this kind of testimony. I want to know whether 
he said he was trying to give Mr. Kahn what he wanted. 

(The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Senator JenNeR. That covers it, Mr. Reporter. 

Now I would like an answer to my question. 


You are speaking 
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Mr. Matusow. What do you really want—did he want me to do a 
book or did he have an ulterior motive. When I first met him I had a 
little apprehension about the man, but I found out they were un- 
justified and unfounded apprehensions. I made myself trust Mr. 
Kahn because he was the only publisher who said he was willing to 
publish this book. ; 

Senator JENNER. So you admit in November 1954 you were still 
lying, you were not telling Mr. Kahn the truth. You were trying to 
vive him what he wanted; is that correct ? 
~ Mr. Matusow. I said I wanted to find out what he really wanted. 

Senator JENNER. You weren't telling him the facts, the truth, were 
you ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. I wasn’t telling him all the truth in that matter. 

Senator JENNER. All right. That is all I want to know. 

Senator Hennin6s. Mr. Chairman, may I try to clarify something 
in my own mind. 

The CHArrMAN. Yes. 

Senator Henninos. Did Mr. Kahn, Mr. Matusow, bear any relation- 
ship to your trip in the Western States to take part in the campaign 
of 1954 4 

Mr. Marvsow. 1952. 

Senator Hennines. I am new on this committee. I am Sorry, I 
haven't all the background. 

Mr. Marusow. 1952. 

Senator Hennrnes. You campaigned, as I understand, in 1952. 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrineas. In what States? 

Mr. Marvusow. States of Montana, Washington, Utah, two speeches 
in Idaho. I believe I forgot to mention Idaho yesterday. I set foot 
in the State of Nevada. I didn’t make any speeches there. I did 
something else, and some local speeches around Dayton, Ohio, in rela- 
tion to the candidacy of the late Senator Taft for President, and also 
in New York City. And I believe one speech in Connecticut. 

Senator Hennines. Did you take any part in the campaign of 1954? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; not at all. 

Senator Hennines. At whose inducement or at whose request did 
you go to these States in which you did take an active part in the con- 
gressional and senatorial campaigns ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. In the Rocky Mountain area, at Senator McCarthy’s 
request. 

Senator Henninos. By the Rocky Mountain area you mean what 
States ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. The Western States—Montana, Washington, Idaho, 
Utah, and I had also been in Wisconsin prior to the primaries of 1952. 

Senator Hennings. Did you undertake to participate in the Presi- 
dential portion of that campaign or were your efforts directed only 
to the senatorial ? 

Mr. Marusow. In my speeches I attacked Adlai Stevenson, the 
Democratic candidate for President. 

Senator Hennrnes. Did you make any representations in your 
speeches relating to Mr. Stevenson’s loyalty to the Government of the 
United States ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe in substance, I said, because he defended 
Alger Hiss and I believe I said he had vetoed some law in the State 
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of Illinois, dealing with subversives, subversive activities, and had a 
very bad record on this, I accused him of being pro-Communist or an 
unwitting tool of Communists, or something like that, and left the 


impression that he wasn’t capable of handling the Communist ques- 
tion, when I spoke. 

Senator Hennrnes. As I understand it, you were at that time testi- 
fying as a former member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marvusow. Yes, sir, I was testifying as an expert on communism. 

Senator Hennines. And you were making representations predi 
cated upon what you then said was your former affiliation with the 


Communist Party and your special understanding of the Communist 
line, so to speak ? : 


Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Hennines. And the Communist affiliations of various and 
sundry persons whose names you mentioned. 

Mr. Marvsow. That is right, sir. 

Senator Hennrnes. I believe you also took some part in the cam 


paigns in the State of Washington, where Senator Jackson was elected 
to the Senate in 1952? 


Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Senator Hennrnes. You took an active part in the campaign 
Montana, when Senator Mansfield was elected ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right, sir. 

Senator Hennines. You also took an active part in the State of 
Utah, the campaign inthe State of Utah ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

ae Henninos. Mr. Matusow, before we get into the substance 
of it, if I may continue just a moment, Mr. Chairman. I hope I am 
a going over old grounds and burdening and imposing upon the 
committee, but this I haven’t been able to quite clarify in my own 
mind in the questions that have been asked this afternoon heretofore. 

The CHatrMAN. Proceed. 

Senator Hennrnes. Who specifically first asked you to go West to 
take part in these campaigns? What individual ? 

Mr. Marusow. Senator McCarthy. 

Senator Hennines. Where did that first conversation with him take 
place relating to these matters ? 

Mr. Marvusow. In the home of Urban Van Susteren in Appleton, 
Wis. 

Senator Hennrnoas. Do you recall when that was? 

Mr. Marvsow. A few days prior to the primary, which was Sep- 
tember 9. 1952, between Labor Day and September 9, 1952. 

Senator Henninos. At whose invitation did you go to this place of 
meeting with Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Marusow. I had been campaigning actively, making a 
for the Senator in his bid for reelection in the primary, and I had 
been invited to Wisconsin by the McCarthy Club of the State of 
Wisconsin. 

Senator Henntnos. Yes. You met the Senator at his home? 

Mr. Marusow. Senator McCarthy lived there at that time. 

Senator HeNNrINGs. You were invited by him? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe by Urban Van Susteren and the Senator. 
I was expected. I don’t recall how I got there that night. 
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senator HENNINGS. What conversations were had. mM substance. 


bout your taking part in the campaign in some of these Western 
States? 


Mr. Matusow. Well, there had been some re ports as far as the 
nator was concerned about my speeches in Wisconsin, the speech 
| made in Green Bay, Appleton, Madison, ed re IT made one, in Ash- 
nd, and a few other cities. He said he wanted me to continue to 

mpaign. I was not reluctant to goon. He felt that I ae be very 
fective using the same type of approac ‘th IT had used in Wisconsin. 
the State of Montana, the State of W serie” gre jut eka those two 


ates specifically at the time. As T reeall, it was 
in anything else. 


~ 


more Montana 
He had some definite selilens about the then 
(Congressman Mansfield before he was elected to the Senate. 

Senator Hennines. Was there any suggestions made to you at that 
irst meeting as to the kind and character of campaign you were to 

ake or might be expected to make against any individuals, and I 

ve s] ecific reference to Senator Jackson and Senator Mansfield t 

Mr. Matusow. There were specific references in relation to Senator 
Mansfield, as to his policy and position when he a ~~ n with the 

use Foreign Relations Committee, Foreign Affairs, 
lations. I forgot which it is. 

Senator Hennincs. Foreign Affairs in the House. 

Mr. Matusow. Foreign Affairs. His polie v or position taken on the 
iestion of China at the time General Marshall was under attack. 

Senator Mansfield was also a delegate to the United Nations when he 
as in Congress. He had taken a position which was opposed to that 
hich Senator McCarthy had taken on China, and Senator MeCarthy 
entioned that. He termed Mansfield as one of those responsible 
or the situation in China. That was the main thing I remember. 
here were other statements made about his record and earlier votes 
a ns for the House Un-American Activities Committee. 
lon't recall if I got that there or later. So I will retract that, if 

| may. 

Senator Hh NNINGS, What was said with respect to Senator Jackson ? 

Mr. Matusow. The very same statements, and also that he had 

ew deal, ADA, very left-wing approach as far as Senator McCarthy 

concerned, that his position was too far to the left. He had in — 
ist had a voting record which the Communist Party supported, 
elped the Communist Party, or something of that nature, and in 
bstance, that was what happened. 

Senator Hennines. Did vou have any independent knowledge of 
he voting record or activity or political beliefs of either of these 

ndidates for the Senate, Senator Mansfield or Senator Jackson ? 

Mr. Matusow. No: I had none. 

Senator Hennines. You did not? 

Mr. Matvsow. No. 

Senator Hennines. What arrangement was made, if any, for your 
xpense, transportation, and subsistence; or for any other compensa- 

on related to your trip west / 

Mr. Matusow. When I got to Washington after the work in Wis- 
onsin, it was late in Se ptember, as I recall. I was in contact with 

Don Surine, who was then working for Senator McCarthy. 

The Cuamrman. Was he in Washington? 


~F or elon Re- 













































































































































































190 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 








Mr. Marvsow. Yes; it was here in this building. 

The CHarrMan. You came to the city of Washington ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

The CHatrman. Who paid your expense from the city of Was 
ington to the State of Washington ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I didn’t go from here to Washington; from Was! 


ington, D. C., to Washington State. I flew down from New York 


for a day to meet with Surine. 

The CHairman. When did you go to the State of Washington ‘ 
Mr. Matusow. I went there in October. I flew up from Salt Lak 
City. 

The CHatrman. Who paid your expenses ? 


Mr. Marvsow. Not for that part. This committee paid my expenses 


from New York to Salt Lake City, and from Salt Lake City back t: 
New York. 

The CHarrman. Who paid your expenses from Salt Lake to t! 
State of Washington ? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe the gentleman who paid me the money 
Senator Cain’s compaign. I forgot his name. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


Do I understand you to say that this committee paid your expense: 


from Washington, D. C. to Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir: and back—no, sir—from New York Cit 
to Salt Lake City, and back. 

Senator Hennincs. You were 

\ir. Marusow. I was a witness. 

Senator Hennings. You went there for the purpose—— 

Mr. Marusow. Of being a witness. 

Senator Hennrnos. For testifying before this committee / 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Or a portion of it? 

Mr. Marvusow. Sir, may I be excused for just 2 minutes—my ba 
is stiff—just to get up and walk around ? 

The CuatrMan. We will recess for a few minutes. 

(Recess. ) 

The CratrMan. We will come to order; let us have order. Pro 
ceed, Mr. Hennings. 

Senator Hennines. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. Matusow, who did you say paid you to go into the State o! 


Montana / 

Mr. Marusow. I received the cash, I received it from a Mr. J. II 
Morrow, an attorney in Bozeman, Mont. 

Senator Hennrxcs. How much did he pay you? 

Mr. Marvsow. I do not recall the exact figure. I think he paid o1 


a number of occasions, five. six hundred dollars, on 2 or 3 occasions. 


He also furnished payment for chartering a private airplane on tw 


occasions for me—arranged for a private airplane to be at my disposa! 
twice. Whether he paid for it or not, I do not know, but I did not 


pay for it. 


Senator Hennrnes. Where were these payments made to you in 


relation to the Montana campaign ¢ 


Mr. Marvusow. During the month of October, in his office, in Boze 
man, Mont. 
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Senator Hennineos. And it was in the neighborhood, you say, 
sO! vething between $1,500 and 82.000 # 
Vir. Mart SOW. It could have been that high. This covered ex 


penses, as well as money which was to be my fee—it covered hotel bills 
d trave ling expenses, and what are 
Senator HenniNGs. Well. now, by “Too.” you mean an honorarium, 
<0 to speak ? 
Mr. Matusow. In fact, | think that is the term he used: yes, sir. 
Senator HENNINGs. For your services, acy Sing people of that 
state 
Ir. Marvusow. Yes, sir 
Senator HENNINGs (continuing). As to whom they should ele 
e United States Senate? You understand, Mr. Matusow, and | 
clearly understood, that my inquiry is not based upon any part 
terest In what happened on that oceasion 
\Lr. M ATUSOW. Just on your last statement, Sl! 
Senator Henninos. I think some of us are very much 
it you should be paid in going into States and discussing matters 
of this character as a part of the campaign, electing United States 
senators oOo! prospective Senators, and who instigated or who en 
couraged it, and certainly who paid you for your services. 
Did you have any tape recordings made of any of your speeches / 
Mr. Marvusow. Sir, I have a number of those speec hes tape recorded, 
dit would take me a matter of between a week or so to locate the 
cific speeches of this campaign and have copies, true copies, of the 
‘ordings for you, if you care for them. 
Senator HENNINGsS. You can produce those if this ( ommittee shou d 
lesire that you do so? 
Mr. Matusow. I can, sir. 
Senator Hennines. Will you make arrangements to produce them 
in the event that the committee should want them ? 
Mr. Marvsow. I will make a note of that now, sir. 
| have recordings covering the State of Mor tana, phonograph re 
ordings of the State of Utah, and tape recordings of the State of 
Wisconsin: those three categories covered in the recordings, which I 
till } nave in m ’ possess on. 
Senator Hennines. Mr. Matusow. in the State of Montar 
ide speeches; approximately how many? 
Mr. Matusow. I will give vou that figure in a second, s 
ist go City by city, and the give you the total just a moment, 
ll be right with you. 
spoke in 9 or 10 communities and, for instance, in Great Falls 
as 7 spe — in Cut Bank, Mont., 2 speeches; Bozeman, Mont., 
ik Imadel. In Billings, Mont.,I recall 1 or 2. In Fort Benton, 
Maia: two rei In Roundup, Mont., two. In Red Lodge, | 
believe I madetwo. In Livingston, I believe I made two. In Lewis- 
| believe I made two, as well as a number of radio broadcasts, 
peeches which I made. 
I think that there were 3 or 4 of those, maybe 2 or 3. 
Senator Hennincs. Did you prepare all of your own material for 
ese speeches ¢ 
Mr. Matusow. I took material that others had prepared and put 
n my words. 
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Senator Henntnos. Do you know who prepared the other materia] ’ 
Mr. Matusow. I knew who prepared some of the material, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Who? 

Mr. Matusow. AsI say, I said this morning, sir, some of the m: ate 
rial I used was given me by Don Surine, and some of the materi 
I was told came from Washington—had been prepared by Senato 
MeCarth y’s office. 

Senator Henninos. That, of course, is hearsay. You did not actu- 
ally have any handed to ~ by Mr. Surine or—— 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir: I did, sir. 

Senator Hennincs. You did? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Senator Henntnos. I say, over and above that material that wa 
delivered to you here in Was shington—w as it ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennrinos. Before you went to Montana? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henntncs. And was material later handed to 
State, after you arrived there ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennincs. By whom ? 

Mr. Matusow. Mr. Morrow, Mr. V. O. Overeash, of Cut Bank 
Mont. I have certain correspondence with Mr. Overcash substant 
ating that, on the very subject that I am talking about now. 

Senator Henninos. Who is Mr. Overcash ? 

Mr. Marusow. He was then county clerk of Cut Bank, and he wa 
the chairman of the front organization that sponsored me, called the 
Montana Citizens for Americanism. He was the only member I knew 
of, of that organization. 

He was also, I believe, State committeeman of the American Legion. 

Senator Hennines. Did you at any time during the course of this 

campaign in the State of Montana represent yourself as being spot 
sored by the American Legion ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe under oath at one time I said. no, and upon 
further check of certain documents I found out that a leaflet was put 
out saying the American Legion sponsored me, but I do not believe | 
represented myself as that, sir. I do not recall it. 

Senator Hennines. You were not, in fact, sponsored by the Ameri- 
can Legion, were you? 

Mr. Matusow. No, I was not, sir. 

Senator Hrenninos. Now, as to the State of Washington, did you go 


to the State of Washington before or after your e forts in the State of 
Montana? 


Mr. Matusow. Directly afterward, sir. 

Senator Hennines. You went immediately from Montana to Wash- 
ington ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I went immediately in a car from Montana, drove 
to Salt Lake City, spent an hour, about, there, got on a plane and flew 
up to Seattle, Wash. 

Senator Henninos. Who drove you down there? 

Mr. Marvusow. I drove myself. 

Senator Henninas. Whose car did you go in? 

Mr. Matusow. A rented automobile. 


you in the 
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Senator HENNING 
f Washington ? 
Mr. Marvusow. I made 1 speech, and 2 or 3 radio recordings, that I 

all. It might have been 2 speeches, but my memory is a little 
azy on whether it was 1 or 2. 

Senator Hrennines. Who furnished you material, either material 
hich you used as furnished or which you interpolated or accommo- 
ited to your own purposes / 

Mr. Marusow. A part of the material I used in the State of Wash- 
eton was material, the same material I had used in Montana, just 
anged it from Mansfield to Jackson. And other material was 
furnished me by certain people out there—I forget who—I think I 
ised some of it on this State investigative committee report, this 
intwell committee, and I believe Mr. Cantwell then was running 
r Congressman at Large in the State of Washington. 

Senator Hennines. Who paid you for your 
tate of Washington? 

Mr. Marusow. I do not recall the gentleman’s name 

. Tacoma. 


How many speeches did you make in the ota te 


campaigning in the 
», an attorney 


Senator Hennines. How much were you paid in the State of 
Washington ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. My recollection then for the few days that I 
there, was six or seven hundred dollars. 

Senator Henntnes. Do you remember the name of the man who 
paid you? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir, I don’t. 

Senator Hennrnes. Do you remember where the money was paid 
to you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hennines. Where? 

Mr. Marusow. It was paid to me in Seattle, in the—there was a 
store—oflice, a ground floor store near the hotel I was staying at, which 
was used as headquarters for the election headquarters for Senator 
Cain at the time. It was also located in a hotel in Seattle. And I 
was there, and the money was handed to me. 

Senator Hennines. Do you remember the capacity in which the 
person who paid you the money was said to be acting at the time? 

Mr. Matusow. He had some official connection with the campaign 
for the reelection of Senator Cain. 

Senator Hennrnos. At any rate, it was in the campaign head- 
quarters ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Oh yes,sir. He was an officer 

Senator Henninos. Mr. Matusow, are you aware of the fact that 
the Montana House of Representatives, by a vote of 86 to 4, voted 
recently to instruct the Governor and the attorney general of Mon- 
tana to extradite you for violation of the Montana Criminal Libel Act? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir: I was not aware of that until right now. 

Senator Hennrnos. Or to extradite you for violations of the elec- 
tion laws of the State of Montana ? 

Mr. Matusow. I was not aware of that, sir. Had I been, I would 
still state what I am stating now. 

The CHatrmMan. Senator Daniel. 

Senator Danten. Did I understand you to say that you did not go 
into the State of Utah in the 1954 campaign ? 


was 
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Mr. Marvusow. No, I did not campaign anywhere in 1954. 
Senator DanreLt. Were you in Utah in 1954 at all ? 
Mr. Matcsow. I drove through the State of Utah in July, I 

lieve, or late June. 

Senator Dante. Make any kind of speeches at all ? 

Mr. Marusow. No. 

Senator Danret. You testified in two proceedings in the State of 
Texas: one in the Jencks case, in the United States district court 
EK] Paso? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. And then the other, before the Texas Industria] 
Commission, which was inquiring into Communist domination of 
certain labor organizations in the State of Texas, December 4, 5, and 
6, 1953. Did anyone ask you to falsify testimony, or suggest to yor 
any of the false testimony that you have said that you gave in thos 
two hearings: one, the court case, and the other, the hearing before 
the Texas Industrial Commision ? 

(Senator Watkins entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Matusow. I will take them one at a time, in chronologica! 
order. 

Senator Dantre.. The Jencks case? 

Mr. Matusow. That came second, but in the Jencks case, no, sir. 
the falsifications, false testimony, were my own doing. I don’t want 
to—I didn’t at any time want to imply that any Justice Department 
official knowingly accepted this false testimony in that case. 

Senator Dante... In the Jencks case? 

Mr. Marusow. That is correct. 

Senator Danre.. That is true of the local prosecutors in El Paso who 
handled that case for the Government ? 

Mr. Marvusow. That is right; and the prosecutor here, who was 
down there. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Alderman? 

Mr. Matusow. It is true of Mr. Herring, from Austin; Mr. Wil 
liams, of FE] Paso: and Mr. Alderman, of Washington. 

Senator Daniex. Of the Department of Justice ? 

Mr. Marvsow. That is correct. 

Senator DanteL. In other words, whatever evidence that you gave 
that you now say was false, you made it up yourself; no one else asked 
you ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. There was no coercion or no knowledge on their 
part of that fact-—on those, of those three men, or anybody connected 
with that case. 

Senator Dantet. Now, let us take the Texas Industrial Commission 
hearings: you were under oath there? 

Mr. Marusow. The same holds for it there, too, in relation to your 
first question, sir. I was invited by the attornev general’s office of 
Texas to testify in that proceeding before the industrial commission. 
The attorneys working on that case, only had as the basis for their 
knowledge of what I purportedly knew of, my past testimony before 
this committee, specifically on the question of these trade unions, and 
they accepted that as the truth. And when they contacted me, they 
had no way of knowing it was not, or any of that testimony, was not 
the truth. 








STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 195 
senator Dantet. And you voluntar ily went b 
1 Commission, did you not ? 
Mr. Marusow. That is right, sir. 
senator DANIEL. No one asked you to 20 
ome there ¢ 
Mr. Matusow. Why, I was invited to appear. 
Senator Dante.. By the attorney general of the State? 
Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir: basing it 
imuttee, 

enator DANIEL. And ho one tol | you what to Sav or coerced you 
iny way in that appearance, did they? 
Mr. Matusow. No, sir; I was not comreed or told what to say. 


Senator Danie. | understand, Mr. Chairman, that this 
ll be back before us. 


efore the Texas Indus 


there: no one asked you 


upon testimony L had civen this 


witness 
I want to gO into a considerable portion of this 
estimony in Texas, In both the Jencks ease and before our Texas 
industrial Commission, because by the witness’ own testimony, he i 


ilty of perjury in the State of Texas, and the officials in that State 


ave indicated to me that they intend to ask him back to the State 
1 another visit. 


| would like to ask one other question. 
\s I understand it, you were a member of the Communist Party 
1 1947 to 1951; is that correct ? 
Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 
Senator DanreL. Four years? 
Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 
Senator DanreL.. Will you furnish to this committee the names of 
| people whom you associated with in Communist Party meetings, 
id knew to be members of the Communist Party during that period 
r time? 
Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. That is one of the purposes of this hearing. 
| will do that. 
Senator Dante.. Will you prepare a list 
Mr. Marusow. Well 
Senator Dante. (continuing). Of all of the people whom you know 


) have been members of the Communist Party or that you met within 
eet] ings ¢ 


Mr. Marusow. Well, sir—— 

Senator Danirex. Just a moment. And bring that back, that list 
ack to us the next time that the committee hears you as a witness? 

Mr. Marusow. I have got—timewise, I can’t prepare, get this diary 
ready for the committee—I can’t get certain documents—I can’t do 
ll of these things between now and the day the committee wants me 
back, and prepare testimony for a grand jury, take care of the State of 
Montana thing, which | have just been informed of, find out what is 
appening in the State of Texas that you just informed me of, sir, 
vo to El Paso, as I am supposed to be, on March 7, for the Jene ks 
earing, a grand jury down there, Judge Dimock’s court tomorrow, the 
vrand jury tomorrow and the next day, and this—I am sorry, sir, it is 

st too much. 

Senator Danret. You have burdened yourself with a lot of work. 

~ Marvsow. I will, at the earliest possible time, go through all of 

y past testimony and recollections, and distinguish between people 

vho are identified as Communists whom I did not know as Commu- 
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nists, and those who I did identify as Communists who I did kn: 
which I believe will be in effect an answer to your question. 
Senator Danie. Then you will at the next hearing 
Mr. Marusow. At the earliest possible convenience in relation 
the other work. 
Senator Daniet. At the next hearing I would like for you to bring 
the longest list that you can think of in the meantime—at the next 


hearing—of those people whom you actually know who have bee: 
Communists. 


Mr. Marusow. Well, sir 

Seator Danret. Will you do that? 

Mr. Marusow. I will try my best to accomplish that. Whether 
is completed, only time will tell. 

Senator Dante. You do know that Mr. Jencks was a Communist ’ 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir; I don’t. 

Senator Dantex. Well, you were at the Salt Lake hearing—yo 
heard him—you were there, and he heard you testify that he had sa 
that his labor union was going to slow down production of copper? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danien. So as to hurt our forces in Korea? 

Mr. Matusow. I heard that. 

Senator Daniev. He heard you testify to that; did he not? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanieL. And then the committee asked Mr. Jencks, “Is that 
true?” 

Mr. Marusow. And he invoked the fifth amendment to the Constitu 
tion of the United States. 

Senator Daniev. He said he would not say, because it might incrim 
inate him ? 

Mr. Marusow. Well, sir 

Senator Daniex. And he even, when they asked him whether he 


knew you, he refused to testify, because he thought it might incrimi 
nate him: did he not? 


Mr. Marusow. Sir—— 

Senator Dantet. Is that right ? 

Mr. Marusow. He did, but—— 

Senator Dantev. And you heard the man do that; did you not! 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Daniet. That is the man that you want to help out now 
and get out of the conviction in El Paso; is that correct ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Sir, I am just trying to undo the harm I did. 

Senator Dantex. He is the same Jencks, though ? 

Mr. Marusow. Sir, if somebody else has proved that he is a Com- 
munist 

Senator Danrex. He is the same man? 

Mr. Marusow. He is the same man. 

If somebody has proof that he is a Communist and wants to convict 


him, that is the Government’s cause, but so long as it is not on my false 
testimony. 


The CuarrmMan. Senator McClellan. 


Senator McCietxan. I believe you are going to recess this hearing 
for some period of time after this afternoon ? 


The CuarrMan. Well, as far as this witness is concerned. 
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Senator McCLe.ian. That is what I mean—so far as this witness 

s concerned. I think there is something that should be cleared up, if 
e can clear it up before we leave. 

As I understand the witness, he testified that he went into the State 
of Montana, the State of Washington, to campaign, in the campaign 
iwainst Senator Jackson and Senator Manstield. He used an ap- 
proach which carried with it, as I understand it, the implication that 
Senator Jackson, possibly Senator Mansfield were Communists or 

ir-Communists, or something on that order, in sympathy with that; 
=< that correct ? 

(Senator Jenner left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Matusow. In substance, that is correct, sir: ves. 

Senator McCLeLLan. Were you at that time lying, when you were 
ampaigning ; did you know you were lying? 

Mr. Marvusow Yes, sir: | knew I was lying when I left those false 
mpressions. 

Senator McCLeLLAN. That is correct. 

Now, then, who arranged with you to go out there ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Originally, Senator McCarthy. 

Senator McCLetitan. Who else? You mentioned two. 

Mr. Matrusow. Don Surine, here in Washington. And then I met 
with Otto Dekom, here in Washington. 

Senator McCLettan. What I am trying to determine 

Mr. Matusow. I am sorry, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. You had mentioned Senator MeCarran’s 
name, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. That had nothing to do with Montana. 

Senator McCLetLan. I want to clear that up. 

Mr. Matusow. It had nothing to do with it. 

Senator McCLeLian. Or the State of Washington / 

Mr. Matusow. Nothing to do with it. 

Senator McCLeLLaNn. Senator MeCarran had no connection with 
any arrangements which were made for the campaign in either of 
those States ? 

Mr. Marusow. No, sir. That is why I raised the question of that 
recording being wrong. 

Senator McCLeLttaAn. You also mentioned former Senator Cain’s 
hame, 

Mr. Matvsow. Yes. sir. 

Senator McCLetian. Did he have any connection with making ar- 
rangements for you to go to the State of Washington ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I think he did not know I was coming, and when I 
got there he accepted the fact that I was there, but he had nothing to 
do with the arrangements made for my going out there. 

Senator McCLettan. What I am trying to determine is whether 
those who made the arrangements with you to go out and campaign 
knew that you were going out to do this lvi ing, smearing on these men / 
Was that the purpose ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; very much so, sir. 

Senator McCietitan. Then Senator McCarthy knew that that was 
the purpose of your going? 


Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir: and he was out there with me, doing the 
same thing. 
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Senator McCLetian. Well, did he—what I am trying to determine, 
did he arrange for you to, knowingly, go out there and lie and misrep.- 
resent the facts? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, he knew what I was doing, and he knew I was 
misrepresenting facts; yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. Senator Cain—former Senator Cain—knew 
the same thing? 

Mr. Marusow. No; I don’t believe so, sir. 

Senator McCietian. I was just trying to get a distinction here, 
whether you included all three whom I have mentioned and whom you 


had referred to. I may have misunderstood about Senator McCarran, 
but I thought 


Mr. Matusow. I didn’t 

Senator McCLe.ttan (continuing). You left the implication that 
Senator McCarran was in on the arrangement. 

Mr. Marvsow. I tried to clarify that when Mr. Sourwine took that 
quote of a conversation of mine. 

Senator McCietian. I do not think it quite clarified that. 

Mr. Matusow. Thank you. 

Senator McCretian. I think, in all justice to Senator McCarran’s 
character and reputation, that it heuld be clarified and should not 
be left 

Mr. Marusow. Thank you, sir. 

Senator McCiettan (continuing). With any misunderstanding 
about it in the public mind, that he had anything to do with the charac- 
ter of the campaign that you made against Senator Jackson and 
against Senator Mansfield. So you now absolve him from any con- 
nection with it whatsoever ? 

Mr. Marvusow. With my going out there? Yes, sir. 

Senator McCretian. I think that is all. 

The Cuatrman. When you got to the State of Washington whom 
did you report to? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I believe one of the first people I saw was 
Senator McCarthy himself. My recollection is—if it is correct—he 
was just about ready to leave the State. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now, who, connected with the Republican 
organization in the State of Washington, did you report to? 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t remember his name. That is the same 
gentleman who paid me. 

The Cuatrman. The same man that paid you? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Who told you to contact this man? 

Mr. Marvsow. I had received that information from—gosh, I just 
don’t remember who gave me that information. 

The CHamman. Was it given you here in Washington? 

Mr. Marvsow. No. sir. It was given me out in Utah or up in Mon 
tana. I believe, if my memory serves me correctly—and it is pretty 
accurate on this now that I am thinking more about it—somebody in 
the State of Washington had gotten in touch with Mr. Morrow up in 
Bozeman, Mont.. and up in Bozeman Mr. Morrow told me who I was 
to contact in the State of Washington. And from Bozeman I drove 
back to Salt Lake City and dropped this car off and caught a plane 
out, about an hour later, United Airlines, flew up to Seattle, Wash. 
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The CHarrMan. Who paid you the money to fly to Seattle ‘ 

Mr. Marvusow. That was paid me up at Se: attle. after I got there. 

( Witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Senator Watkins. Before you leave that matter, [ want to ask the 
witness a question. I asked him once before. 

You went out to Salt Lake City because you were subpenaed by the 

ternal Security Committee of > Sen: ite? 

Mr. Marusow. That is right, 

Senator Warktns. That was tes occasion for your going, and they 

id you your fare out there and your per diem as a witness and yout 

urn fare back to Washington ? 

“Mr. Matusow. That is correct, sir—back to New York, si 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Matusow, returning for just a brief moment to 
the matter of the San Cristobal Valley ranch, you remember testify 
ng here with regard to Earl Robinson ? 

Mr. Matrvsow. I do, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you remember having stated that you did not 
now whether he was a member of the Communist sa ¢ 

Mr. Matvsow. I had no direct knowledge of it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do vou now, when I refresh your memory by telling 
vou that he has been identified in hearings before the House Commit- 
tee on Un-American Activities, as a well-known entertainer at Com 

unist functions—does that refresh your memory 4 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, I will state—I, at the time I testified, believed 

m to be a Communist, but TI did not know him to be a Communist, 
ind I think there is quite a difference. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You have said that you were in the entertainment 

ld? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, but—no, sir, I did not know him as a Commnu- 
nist, and I am sticking here to people who I knew through having 
vorked with at Communist Party meetings and carried out Commu- 
nist Party assignments with individuals—none other do I know as 
Communists. And I believe, because of the nature of the Communist 
question in this country today, it is not my position to surmise whether 
i person is or is not a Communist. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know Robert Earl, who produced the lyrics 
for a film entitled “Hell Bent for Election.” which was shown at the 

ational convention of the Democratic Party through the courtesy of 
the United Automobile Workers of America, CIO, and the Hollywood 
Democratic Committee ? 

Mr. Matusow. Are you talking about “Yip” Harburg? Is that 
“Yip” Harburg? 

Mr. Sourwrne. That is right. 

Mr. Marusow. I met him. 

Mr. Sovurwine. You met Mr. Robert Earl? 

Mr. Matusow. I do not know that other name. I met “Yip” Har- 
burg once, maybe twice. 

Mr. Sourwinr. I am asking if you knew Robert Earl, who, with 
Harburg, wrote those lyrics. 

Mr. Marvsow. Never heard of him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Never heard of the lyrics? 

Mr. Matusow. No. 

Mr. Sovrwrne. The phonograph rec -ords of those lyrics were on sale 
at Communist bookshops all over the country, were they not ? 















































































































































































































































200 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 





Mr. Matusow. If I heard the lyrics I might remember it, but 5 
are just talking about a title that does not ring a chord. 


Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that Earl and Robinson were 
and the same ? 


Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I want to ask, did you testify with regard 
Harry K. Wells being at the San Cristobal Valley ranch ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; I believe my testimony is that he was f 
proprietor of the ranch. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Harry K. Wells? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is he a Communist ? 

Mr. Marusow. I knew him to be a Communist; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You knew him to be a Communist ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwitnr. One more question. While you were at Tao 


N. Mex., last fall, did you contact anyone at the San Cristobal Valle 


ranch ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No. sir. 

Mr. Socrwine. Were any negotiations hi ad with regard to your book 

r the writing of your book, or any preliminary chapters or outlines 
rs it made, either at the San C ristobal Valley ranch or with anyon: 
there ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were they made at Taos? 

Mr. Marvsow. Other than the phone call with Mr. Kahn, which | 
have described, none other. 

The Cramman. That will be all. 

We will recess—— 

Senator Jonnsron. Just a minute. Going back to Montana—— 

Mr. Marvsow. I am sorry; I did not hear you. 

Senator Jounston. Going back to Montana, did you speak at Great 
Falls Airfield ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; on three occasions. 

Senator Jounston. Three occasions ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Senator Jonnston. How did you get permission to speak on the 
airfield ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I don’t know who arranged it, but it was obtained 

Senator Jonnston. Mr. Chairman, I think one thing that we have 
to ferret out is Communists. 

I believe that this man acknowledges that he was for about 5 years 
in the Communist Party; is that true? 

Mr. Marvsow. Four, sir. 

Senator Jounston. Four? 

Mr. Marusow. A little less than 4, approximately. 

Senator Jounston. A little less than 4. 

Now, then, I think it would be well for him to take about 5 minutes 
of his time and leave here with the committee the names and addresses 
of Communists that he dealt with that he knew while he was a 
Communist. 


If you are really and truly trying to help out this country this 
particular time, are you w illing to do that? 
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Mr. Matusow. I stated, sir, that I will, for the committee, when 
ou want it identified, people—people who I worked with as a 
(‘ommunist. 

[f you want a more complete list, sir, I will give you a partial list 
ow. Ican give youa more complete list at a later date. 

Senator Jounston. I think it would be well to get as many as we 
in right now, and then later you can give us more names. 

Mr. Marusow. When they come up, sir, if the people were Com- 
munists, and the committee wants to know, you will get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Please name some of these. 

Mr. Marusow. May I have a copy of my testimony on youth activ- 
ties? I think right from that we can do a lot better than my 
\emory. 

The CHatrRMAN. You can remember some Communists. 

Mr. Matusow. Sure, I can, sir. 

The CHatrman. All right, dictate it. There is a stenographer 
nere. 

Senator Hennines. I think, Mr. Chairman, the Senator from South 
Carolina certainly intended that the witness name them, not write 
hem down. 

The CuarrMan. I said dictate it into the record. 

Senator Henninos. I do not think that the witness understood the 
hairman. 

Mr. Matusow. I was handed a pencil and paper and asked to use it. 

[ will start with the people I knew of the national committee. At 
he time, Mr.—I never met Mr. Foster, but I knew he was a Com- 

unist, and Mr. Eugene Dennis, whom I had met; Mr. Benjamin 
Davis, Mr. Robert Thompson, Mr. Gil Green, Mr. Carl Winter, Miss 
Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, Mr. Alexander Trachtenberg, Mr. George 
Blake Charney, Mr. Pettis Perry. I believe I said Robert Thompson. 

\ man named “Stretch” Johnson, who was in New York State. A 
Mr. Bassett, New York County Communist Party. 

Senator Dante.. What Mr. Bassett ? 

\Ir. Matusow. I forget his first name. B-a $-S-e-T-T, I believe it 
s—two t’s and two s’s. 

And Miss Baron—-Rose Baron, B-a-r-o-n. Mr. Jack Walkenstein— 

was New York County. Mr. Bob Vogel. 

Senator Danre,. Who? 

Mr. Matusow. Bob V-o-g-e-l. Miss Buckingham—lI forget her 
rst name. And I could do a lot better if I had that testimony for 
vou, sir. 

Kind of rough just digging in for names out of nowhere. That is 
ll I ean think of now. I am sure when I leave here I will think 
fa lot more, and I will send those to you registered mail. 

Senator Jounston. You know all of these names that you have 
civen to be Communists ? 

Mr. Matusow. I attended the Communist Party meeting, or carried 
ut a Communist function with all of those people or received in- 
structions from them—national committee members, that is, that I 
ientioned. 

Mr. Sourwine. What meeting did you attend or what function did 
vou carry out with Mr. Foster? 
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Mr. Marvusow. I said, or knew. I believe I heard Mr. Foster speak 


at a Communist Party National Convention in 1948. And I think th 
was sufficient to establish his membership in the Communist P arty. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have named all big people, have vou not ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir; I haven’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. Big in Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marvusow. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well-known Communists ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, L said I started out that way, sir, and, as I 
stated, there are a number of lists of names that I have given com- 
mittees, this committee and the House committee, and I think it would 
be a lot easier, a lot more accurate, and would accomplish the com- 
mittee’s purposes a lot faster if I were able to go through those lists 
and say which were and which were not, when I identified them. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you state here that every person that you ever 
knew to be a Communist has been named by you publicly under oath 
in testimony ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. Every one—every one that I could recall. I don’t 
think my memory ever reached into the point of completion on any list 
of associations I have had. 

Senator JouNnston. So you were telling the truth before the con- 
gressional committees when you testified that they were Communists’ 

Mr. Marvsow. Some people; yes, sir. And some people who were 


identified by surmise—I didn’t know to be Communists—that is all ] 
have a saying all along. 


The CuHatrmMan. Senator Watkins. 

uae Watkins. I think you have said before, but I am not sure 
I want to make certain that you have made this statement, if I have 
heard you r ight that you did not make any disclosures that you were 
lying about these various people until about a year ago? 

Mr. Marvusow. It was about a year, a year and a half, ago that 
started to break out and tell people that I had hed. 

Senator Watkins. You did not tell anybody in 1952 that you had 
lied 2 

Mr. Marvusow. No, sir. And I believe I stated yesterday, sir, too, 
while in Utah you did not know and had no way of knowing that I was 
lying. or the fullextent of what I was doing. 

Senator Warkrns. Did you tell Senator McCarthy that you were 
lying about these people? 

Mr. Marvsow. Didn’t have to. 

Senator Warkrins. Now, I ask you a question. Did you tell him 
that you were falsifying about these various people, and that the 
stories that you were telling, the testimony you were giving, was 
false ? 

Mr. Marvsow. No, sir; I didn’t, not until 1953 did I tell him. 

Senator Watkins. You did not tell anybody at that time ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir. 

Senator Watkins. You were at that time apparently in a positioi 
where your reputation was good, that you were believed and accepted 
as a reputable witness, were you not, in 1952 4 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warkrns. In that campaign ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I was considered reputable and was believed then. 
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Senator Warkrns. You were insisting 
ith all during that 1952 campaign ? 
Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir: I did insist. 
Senator WarkKrns. And you had testified in Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, I did. : 

Senator Warkrns. At that hearing? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Senator WaTkINs. And the only thing that you have retracted with 
respect to that hearing was the conversation you had with Jencks in 
New Mexico at that ranch ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Not “a,” but I believe a few conversations. 

Senator WaTKINs. Whatever conversations there were? 

Mr. Matusow. Certainly 
sations. 

Senator Watkrtns. You admit that you met him there, had conver- 
sations with him ? ‘ 

Mr. Matusow. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Every one of those corroborating circumstances 
you say now actually happened ? 

Mr. Marvusow. AsI stated so and so in the affidavit. 

Senator Warktns. The only thing that you withdrew was the 
conversations you had with Jencks about this matter of calling the 
strike about being a Communist ? 

Mr. Matusow. Right, si 

Senator Warktns. Those were the only ones that were wholly within 
vour knowledge and the knowledge of Jencks, and the other parties 
to those conversations 7 

Mr. Matusow. Read the testimony, sir. I believe that one of the 
conversations there was a third party present. 

Senator Warkrns. Well, there were several parties present, accord- 
ng to the testimony you gave in Salt Lake City. The point I am mak- 
ng now is this, that on the matters that could be ¢ ‘hee ked up by the FBI 
and the Internal Security Committee investigators, you still insist are 
true, but the only 1 natter they could not check on were the conversa- 
tions—those conversations, of course, were getting to the heart of the 
whole thing. 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir: that is not quite right. 

Senator Warxrns. You point out something that—— 

Mr. Matusow. I recall, if I might have that affidavit—I think 
[ can point out one whan there was another party present—testimony 
with relation to a conversation with three of us there. 

Senator Warkrns. I understand there were several, but they were all 
alleged by vou to be Communists. and people who would be incrimi- 
nated by the statements made—it would be to their interest—ever y one 
of them—to deny anything—that any such thing happened. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t know, sir. M: iybe one of those people who I 
accused of being a Communist was, and was reporting to the FBI and 
is going to come out and claim that I was lying now, or I was lying 
then. I don’t know. 

Senator Warkrns. Of course, it has already been called to your 
attention that Jencks refused to deny your testimony when he was 
confronted by you in Salt Lake City hearings. 

Mr. Matusow. He refused to answer questions about it. 


that you were telling the 


. material contained within those conver- 
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Senator Warkrns. That is right. He took the protection of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Matusow. He did, sir. 

Senator Warkins. Notwithstanding your statement was an out- 
right charge that he and the Communists in the International Mine 
and Smelter Union had planned a strike to slow down production 
in order to slow down the war in Korea. 

Mr. Matusow. He did not answer that. I believe he invoked the 
fifth amendment and thereby preserving his waiver—not giving— 

not waiving his right to use the fifth amendment, which is there to 
protect the innocent, to my recollection, as well as the guilty, sir. 

Senator Warxrns. He even refused to say whether or not he even 
met you. 

Mr. Matusow. Well, if he had said that, as I know the law about it, 
he would have waived his right to any conversations he had with me, 
then. 

Senator Warxrns. I am sure you probably know the law, all right. 
You have been working with this matter for a long time. 

Mr. Marvusow. I believe he would have waived his right, sir, and 
therefore, had to, if he wanted not to talk about any conversations I 
have purported to have had with him, he would waive 

Senator Warxins. I believe I will leave that to the lawyers and the 
judge. 

Mr. Marvusow. All right, sir. 

Senator Warxkrns. At any rate, you heard him claim the protection 
of the fifth amendment. You know from what you have said here 
that the strike followed soon after he made these statements. 

Mr. Marusow. I also know, sir, I also knew 

Senator Warxrins. Will you answer the question, Did you know? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir; yes, sir. 

Senator Warxrns. The circumstances all indicated that you were 
telling the truth—you were corroborated on the fact that the parti¢ es 
were down there—you still insist that that was true, but the only 
thing you deny is the conversation. 

Mr. Marvusow. Sir, all but one circumstance, which goes to contra- 
dict what I said then and was available then. 

Senator Warkins. What was that? 

Mr. Matusow. That I claim the strike was called to cut off produc- 
tion of copper, but I knew then, and I know now, that the union had 
accepted the contract that the NLRB arbitrator had offered, but the 
companies had refused that contract the night before the strike. The 
union was ready to sign the contract, and not go on strike, but the 


company had refused “that contract t and, therefore, the strike was 
called. 








And I believe the records of the NLRB will show that to be true. 
I knew it then. 


Senator Warkins. You did not know that at the time you testified ? 

Mr. Marvusow. Well 

Senator Watkins. Is not that right? 

Mr. Marusow. I did, sir. 

Senator Warxrns. You knew it at the time all that was taking 
place ? 


Mr. 





Marusow. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Watkins. I think the records will contradict you on many 
portant parts at that time. 

Mr. Matusow. My recollection is that it was that. 

Senator Watkins. It fitted into a perfect picture, your testimony 
d. 

Mr. Matusow. Yes,sir. I knew it couldn’t be. 

Senator Warkrns. I thought vou were going to deny the whole 

ng that you even met them down there, that vou had been present 

the Communist ranch where they had a Communist school, all of 
at sort of thing—you do not deny any of that now, do you? 

Mr. Matusow. I know the ranch. I knew there were Communists 
t the ranch. 

Senator Warxkins. You knew that before, that they had the training 
chool there. 

Mr. Matusow. I did not know they had a training school there. 

Senator Warxrns. You so testified, did you not, in Salt Lake City ? 

Mr. Marusow. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Warxrins. I think you said something about it. 

Mr. Matusow. I don’t believe so, sir. 

Senator Watkins. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. M ATUSOW. Somebody else might have done that. Il don’t be 
eve IL ever testified to that effect. 

Senator Warkrns. All that you finally deny and retract are the 
onversations where there was no chance for the FBI or the committee 
to check on it, the actual conversations, not going to the very people 
that were implicated. 

Mr. Matusow. The reason I was able to make those false accusations 
was because the other side could not check them. either, and they were 
able to stick because of the same reasons you are giving now. 

Senator Watkins. The Vincents were checked, and the Jenckses 
were checked—they all knew—they could all have testified—you were 
outnumbered 3 to 1, or 4 to 1. 

Mr. Matusow. I believe in the conversations in which I accused Mr. 
Jencks of being a Communist and he was so convicted from those 
onversations with me he would have been the only witness to get up 
and refute it, and had he done so in court he would have waived his 
privileges against self-incrimination afforded all defendants in any 
criminal case and, therefore, could not get up and refute that one 
charge and have to answer all other questions which might—I don’t 
know—but might have incriminated him. 

The CHarrman. Who advised you of that? 

Mr. Matusow. When I started out in this business of being a wit- 
ness I used to quote the fifth amendment a lot, but I wanted to know 
what the fifth amendment meant, and I wanted to know what con- 
stituted a waiver under the fifth amendment, where you could do it, 
and I just began checking with numerous lawyers whom I knew, to 
find out. what it was. 

The Cuarrman. Did anybody advise you about Jencks, and is that 
the reason he took the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Matusow. This is something I surmised now. 

The CHatrman. Answer me “yes” or “no.” 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; nobody advised me. 

Senator Watkins. Thatisall have. Wehave got the story. 
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The CyHatrrman. We will recess now until 10:30 in the morning 

Mr. Marcsow. Isthere any date for my return sir? 

The CuHairMANn. We will make it 10 o’clock instead of 10: 30. 

(Whereupon, at 5:25 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to reconve) 
at 10 a.m., Wednesday, February 23, 1955, in executive session. ) 


x 








